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As the moſt - probable means, 
either of ſecuring a very gene- 
ral reception to the following 
work, —if it he; true, and conſe- 
quently of nde ron to 
the common cauſe. of Chriſti- 
anity ;—or of YÞtaining the molt 
ſpeedy refutation of it, —if it be 
falſe, and therefore uſeleſs, if 
not injurious to the cauſe it is 

intended 
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intended to ſupport ; ;—it is moſt 
 reſpeftfully inſcribed, to 


The moſt reverend the 
Lord ARrcun-BisnoPs, 
and to 
The PR reverend the 
Lord Bisnors 
of the Cyurcn of ENGLAND, 
By their moſt obedient, 


And moſt humble ſervant, 


Tre AUTHOR. 
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IN an age, in which, works con- 

taining the* general received ar- 
guments in defence of the Chriftian 
Religion, have been fo - abundantly 
multiplied, that it muſt be difficult 
to find an xx USE for adding to 
the number; —previouſſy to expe- 
rience, one would ſuppoſe, that 
no AO Would be neceſſary 
for an attempt, to add to former 
evidences, a VEW PROOF of the 
| ern of CuRISTLANITY. 


b Not 
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Not that the author by any means 
intends to infinuate, that the uERE 
NoveLTyY of an opinion, ſhould at 
all excite a prepoſſeſſion i in it's fa- 
vour. Literary praiſe, | or blame, 
belong not to oPInNIons_ Aol e. It 
is from the ARGUS by which 
they are ſupported, that either cen- 
ſure, - or applauſe, muſt be derived. 
For, there have been in all ages, 
ſome writers, who valued themſelves 
upon opinions, ſo totally indefenſible 
* reaſon, * they only appeared 


- * pe - 


they had bas before corre. had 
upon an accurate examination, found 
them to be too abſurd, to be offered 
20 the public. And, there have 
5 been 
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been many others, who have ſo ably 

defended ol OPINIONS by NEW 
W as to: be juſtly intitled 
to be enrolled on — * ORI- 


GINAL | WRITERS, .. JET 7 2 


£ 


But the | hiſtory of ſcience, will 
teach us, that very little danger is 
to be feared, from any prepoſſeſſions 
in FAvour of NEW opinions. — The 
great obſtruction to the improvement 
and advancement of knowledge, ariſes 
from the violence of the prepoſſeſ- 
ſions too generally imbibed, and 
cheriſhed 40 AINsT them.. 


The purſuit of an original train 
of thought has, it muſt be confeſſed, 
* - a an 


vi 
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an obvious tendency to prepoſſeſs 
* contemporary writers againſt it's re- 
deption, however clear may be it's 
deduQtions, or evident it's truth. 
For, it is impoſſible to eſtabliſh it's 
evidence, without a refutation of all 
the opinions of the moſt eminent 
writers, which militate againſt it.— 
But, the eſtabliſhed reputation of 
ſuch writers, occaſions the generality 
of the world, not only to look up 
to their opinions with the higheſt 
deference; but even to confider 
their , poſitions, as incontrovertible 
traths. The MAJORITY, therefore, 
will of courſe, not only be unwil- 
ling to reſign ſentiments, endeared 
to them by long poſſeſſion ; but, 


will 
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will likewiſe with reluctance, believe 
their favourite writers to- be fallible, 
upon whoſe ſuppoſed diſcoveries, they 
have built all their own pretenſions 
to knowledge, —from which, they 
have derived all their principles of 
judgment, —and on which, they muſt 
altogether found their own claim,— 
as candidates for fame. | 


This is a prepoſſeſſion, in part 
founded, indeed, upon a partial prin- 
_ ciple of affection in our nature, which 
deſerves reſpett ; and upon a weak- 
neſs in it, ſo common to the gene- 
rality of individuals, that it ought 
at leaſt to be treated with tender- 


neſs. ut however, it be cheriſhed, 
and 
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and iidulged ſo far, as to produce 


in any one, a total rejection of new 


opinions, it becomes a bigotry, which 


merits no favour; and a determined 


warfare againſt truth, which deſerves 


no quarter. Had the ſame obſtacles 


at all times prevailed, the very wri- 
ters, to whoſe ' reputations, theſe very 


perſons are - themſelves ſo attached, 


would not have attained the repu- 
tation they now enjoy; and conſe- 
_ quently, their followers could never 
have received thoſe diſcoveries, which 


they now ſo zealouſly defend. For, 


even thoſe | writers themſelves, can 


have no claim to any exalted de- 
gree of fame, but from the diſco- 
"_ of new truths; and to which, 

they 
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they alſo never could have attained, 
but og the ee of old errors. 


. 
8, 
— —— _—_—_w_—_—__ 
" 
8 = 
" —_—_ 


It a not be DOT WY 
other motives alſo, much leſs ho- 
nourable than theſe, which have 
been hitherto aſſigned, have gene- 

rally likewiſe much influence in the 
formation of an apps to NEW 
OPINIONS. | 


* 
* 


| Moſt writers, are eager in purſuit 
of fame, either as one ſingle uLTt- | 
MATE | OBJECT'; or as the means 
to ſome other gratification, ariſing 
from the acquiſition of RIcHES, or 
POWER. They therefore conceiving, 
that all other writers muſt likewiſe - 

1 
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ph carving to. confeſs, 
that another has diſcovered, what 
they, with the ſame opportunities for 
examination, have not diſcerned . 
| becauſe, they confider ſuch a con- 
feſſion as equivalent to an acknow- 
ledgement, that another is purſuing 
the ſame objeQs with themſelves, 
who grounds his title to the poſſeſ- 
ſion of them, upon. pretenſions, bet- 
ter founded than their own. As 
ſuch a conviction, can not but im- 
part pain to- the mind in which it 
ariſes; and as it is but too com- 
mon to diſlike them, who, though 
the unintentional, are ſtill the known 
- cauſes of inflicting it, —enmity readily 
| * 
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ſprings up in the mind of the ſuf- 
ferer; and, exadly in proportion 
to the paucity of his reſources from 
knowledge, reaſon, and argument, 
for an attack upon the man, whom 
he looks upon as his adverſary, he 
becomes eager to employ: the env e- 
nomed arrows of miſrepreſentation, | 
_ detrattion, and abuſe, _- 85 889 


The gentleſt treatment, which a 
writer can under theſe circumſtances. | 
expect, unleſs he ſtoops to the de- 
baſement of his own charadeer, by: 
appealing envy with flattesy, is, at- 
_ leaſt, that every trivial negligence, 
vill be magnified into à monſtrous 
error; and that even the polbbility, 


C E. © 
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of an objection, will be aggrandized 
into a confutation of the opinion. 


. Theſe general cauſes of oppoſition, 
are beſides, often greatly augmented, _ 
from circumſtances of partial attach- 
ments to particular individuals and 
ſets; and from as partial a diſlike 
io other particular individuals and 
parties. — Theſe motives will often 
excite oppoſition, and even enmity 
againſt a writer, however candid he 
may himſelf happen to be in his 
Judgments, or liberal in his ſenti- 
ments: even when his ſubject has 
no relation to the particular points, 
in which ſeQts or parties differ from 
each other; but even, when it has 
| a 
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a tendency to promote the common 
cauſe, in which they agree. 


But, ſuch oppoſition and attacks, 
however injurious they may at firſt 
fight appear to the intereſts of truth, 
and hurtful to it's propagators, tend 
notwithſtanding, perhaps, in the end, 
moſt effeftually to advance the for- 
mer, and to amend the latter.— 


For, the more critically truth is e- 


amined, the more firmly it will be 
eſtabliſhed; and the lefs reaſon a 
writer has to expect preſent fame, 
the more likely he will be, to ex- 
_ tirpate the defire of that, and of 
every other gratification, by a ſenſe. 
of duty the ſole motive, by which 
2 a 
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a man ought to be attuated in any 
purſuit, and the very principle, which 
| beſt inſures to a writer, the diſco- 
very of truth. 


Nothing, therefore, but the greateſt 
inexperience, or the higheſt preſump- 
tion, could poſhbly induce the au- 
thor to believe, that none of the 
foregoing cauſes will tend to obſtruct 
the reception of his explanation of a 
' paſſage, upon which ſo many conſeſſ- 
edly able writers have commented ; 
and which, in his own juſtification, he 
has been under the neceflity of pro- 
ving, none of them have underſtood. 
He has, however, the conſolation of 
refletting, that by the MAN N ER in 

N | which 
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which he has treated the great au- 
thorities from whom be differs, he 
can neither have inflamed hatred, 
nor irritated reſentment, — he can 
neither have added fuel to oppoſition, 
nor even ſtrength to prejudice. For, 
though he has never permitted any 
authority to outweigh argument, he 
has always beſtowed upon the wri- | 
ters, the N to which they are 
juſtly entitled; and never made, 
as is no uncommon. prattice, their 
defect in a particular argument, the 
criterion of their general ability. 


It will be expected, perhaps, that 
ſome reaſon ſhould be aſſigned for 
the FORM; under which, the following 

performance 
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performance is given to the- public. 
That it was firft delivered in Lxc- 
 TUREs, depended in ſome meaſure, 
upon private and local cireumſtances, 
with which, the public at large have 
no concern. Juſtice, however, com- 
pels the author to obſerve, it was 
from the unanimous and unexpected 
bounty of the CokrORATION of 
this Burgh, ſoon aſter his reſidence 
amongſt them, as Miniſter of the 
Pariſh; that he thought himſelf bound 
in duty, to make an addition to the 
ordinary ſervice of the Church, du- 
ring. ſome of the ſummer months, 
by an Evening LeQure.* 


* Whatever might be the effect of fuch an ac- 
knowledgement, in a town, ſo violently agitated by 
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In the years, 1983 and 1784, he 
gave, therefore, ſome occaſional Lec- 
tures upon Baptiſm, Confirmation, 
&c. &c. But, in the year 178g, 
he formed a reſolution, of beginning 
a regular courſe of Lectures on the 
New, 


the conflicts of party, as it is too well known, and 
too much to be lamented,---this is;---the author 
would never ſacrifice. bis gratitude to any perſonal 
conſideration, But, much as he ſincerely laments, 
and much as he wiſhes, though moſt ineffeQually, 3 
to heal theſe diviſions, he muſt either be inſenſible 
of his happineſs, or guilty of injuſtice, not-to con- 
fels, that the general behaviour of the individuals 
of BOTH PARTIES to him, entitles them to his 
unfeigned regard and eſteem. r 109 


One of which was afterwards publiſhed, intitled, 
Ax ADDRESS AFTER CONFIRMATION. 


— — — — m — — 


intended to have publiſhed in the 


of the plan, however, he ſoon found, 


lous Burgh, forms only ox pariſh; 


of human life. Content, therefore, 


he put them to other manuſcripts, 
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New Teftament ; and all which he 
delivered in every ſummer, he then 


following winter. The latter part 


was the reverie of one, who had 
not taken into conſideration all the 
duty, required of the Miniſter of a 
place, in which, an extremely popu- 


and who had likewiſe, made no al- 
lowance for any inroads on his time, 
from the vexations and diſquietudes 


with carrying the former part of 
the plan into execution; when he 


had once delivered the Lectures, 


(many 


* 
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many of which have lain up almoſt 
three times © the minth year, 
without forming any: determination, 
whether he ſhould himſelf produce 
them to public view, or defer the 
publication of them till that time, 
when the authör, awaiting only the 
awful and final ſentence of a © faith- 
« ful,” or a © ſlothful ſervant,” muſt 
certainly be equally indifferent to 
human cenſure, and human praiſe. _ 


But, the peruſal of Mr. Blany's 
Sermon, upon the famous prophecy 
of Iſaiah, at once determined him 
to ſelect, — to reviſe, —and to pub- 
liſn the two following LeQtures,— 
For, finding ſo learned a writer, in | 

d | ſo 
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_ late a publication upon the ſub- 
jet, had fallen into the ſame miſ- 
takes with preceding commentators, 
and therefore with them, had been 
diſabled from diſcovering the ſtrongeſt 
argument to be derived from a ſingle 
prophecy, for the truth of Chriſti- 
anity, it became forcibly impreſſed 
upon the author's mind, that it was 
his duty, to give this work to the 
world; and though it contains much 


more than the Lectures he delivered, 
yet, he continued the form, becauſe 


it ſaved ſome trouble. Want of 
leiſure, likewiſe, prevented him from 
reviſing his preceding Lectures upon 
the foregoing verſes, in the firſt 
chapter of St. Matthew; relating ſome 
25 facts 
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facts previous to our Saviour's birth; 
and his ſubſequent ones upon the 
ſecond chapter, containing ſome e- 
vents, which occurred in the infancy 
of Jeſus. Both of which would, at 
the ſame time perhaps, have . contri- 
buted to give additional force to 
the following explanation, and have 
lerved likewiſe, to remove by REA. 
so N and ARGUMENT, the objections 
of infidels to the whole of the two 
firſt chapters of St. Matthew's Goſ- 
pel. The only mode of defending 
_ Chriſtianity, ſurely, which can poſ- 
ſibly entitle any one to the appel- 
lation of a RATIONAL CHRISTIAN. 
For, on the contrary, can any man 
be conceived, to be more effectually 
.d2 excluded 
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mode, admits without examination, 


leſs abhorrent from common ſenſe, 
than that man's would be, who, per- 


following. work, which muſt ſo rea- 


excluded from all pretence to that 
title, than he, who in the modern 


the truth of the objeQtions, and im- 
mediately proceeds to lop off the 
parts attached, without any concern 
for the lacerated condition, in which 
he leaves the mutilated trunk. A 
condutt, which appears to be not 


ceiving a gnat fixing on his hand, 
—ſhould,—inſtead of removing the 
inſet, - amputate the limb. 


There is one objettion to the 


dily occur, that it would be unpar- 
3 donable 


INTRODUCTION. xxiii 


donable to conclude” this Introduc- 
tion without noticing, and in ſome 
meaſure, obviating it. I mean, chat 
all the alterations made in the tranſ- 
lation, are taken from the SzpTU- 
AGINT, NOT- from the HsprEW. 
And as the author has too much 
regard for truth, either to attempt 
to deny or conceal it, he at once 
confeſſes the plain- reaſon for this, 
—is,—his ignorance of the latter 
language. A confeſſion, which he 
has the more ſatisfaftion in making, 
as ſuch an acknowledgement is not 
uſual with authors, under the ſame 
circumſtances; and any confeſſion 
of ignorance from- a writer, ſeldom 


fails 
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fails to have ſome tendency to dif- 
arm envy, and even to ſoften ma- 
lice. eden ents als 
He was ſo perfectly ſenſible of 
the pretence this circumſtance would 
give to the attempt of little minds, 
to rejeR, depreciate, and ſuppreſs 
the whole work, that he had once 
formed a reſolution of learning the 
Hebrew language, merely to remove 
it, But, when he conſidered, that 
his criticiſms in reſpe& to language, 
were ſuch, as did not ſo much ariſe 
from the idioms of any language 
in particular, as from the principles 
of language in general, and the pe- 
cuhar ſituation, charatter, and office 
of 
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of the Prophet who predicted, and 
of the people, to whom the prophecy 
was delivered; this circumſtance 
alone, added to the natural retac- 
tance which. every mind, buſy in 
purſuit of things, feels in acquiring 
merely words, would in itſelf have 
been almoſt ſufficient to have induced 
him, to relinquiſh the attempt. But, 
he had till a better reaſon, which 
is derived from the moſt unqueſtion- 
able authority of thoſe, well verſed 
in the Hebrew; and amongſt the 
reſt, from one of the firſt orna- 
ments of the literature of the pre- 
ſent age.— Take the deciſion in his 
own words, from Lowth's Prelimi- 
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nary Diſſertation to his Tranſlation - 


of Iſaiah. P. 66. 


„ The Greek verſion, commonly 


106 


called the SEYTVUAGIN T, or of 
the ſeventy interpreters, probably 
made by different hands, (the 
number of them uncertain) and 
at different times, as the exigence 
of the Jewiſh church at Alex- 
andria, and in other parts of Egypt 
required, 1s OF THE FIRST AU- 
THORITY, and of the GREATEST 
USE IN CORRECTING THE HE- 
BREW TEXT; as being the moſt 
antient of all: and as the copy, 
from which it was tranſlated, ap- 


« pears to have been free from many 


« errors, 
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« errors, Which afterwards by de- 
« grees got into the text. But, the 
verſion of Iſaiah is not ſo old as 
« that of the Pentateuch, by a hun- 
« dred years, and more; haying 
* been, made, in all probability, at- 
« ter. the time of Antiochus Epi- 
e phanes,' when the reading of the 
Prophets in the Jewiſh Synagogues 
« began to be prattiſed; and even 
« after, the building of Onias's tem- 
« ple ;—to favour which, there ſeems 
“ to have been ſome artifice em- 
« ployed, in a certain paſſage of 
« Iſaiah, in this verſion. And, it 
« unfortunately happens, that Iſaiah 
has had the hard fate to meet 
«* with a tranſlator very unworthy 

e «, of 


c 
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ce 
- 


of him; there being hardly any 


book of the Old Teſtament ſo 


ill rendered in that verſion, as 
this of Ifaiah. Add to this, that 


the verſion of Iſaiah, as well as 


other parts of the Greek verſion, 


1s come down to us in a bad 
condition, incorrect, with frequent 


omiſſions and interpolations. Yer, 


WITH ALL THESE DISADVAN- 
TAGES, WITH ALL TT'S FAUETS 
AND IMPERFECTIONS, THIS VER- 


' SITION IS OF MORE USE IN COR- 


'RECTING THE HEBREW TEXT, 
THAN ' ANY OTHER WHAT- 


SOEVER.” 


Let not however the reader ſup- 


poſe, that the author of the following 
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work is amongſt the number of thoſe, 
who deſpiſe, what they do not un- 
derſtand. For, he moſt readily ac- 
knowledges, that from the attainment 
of Hebrew literature, the world is 
much indebted to the induſtry of 
a Kennicot, the elegance of a Lowth, 
and the learning of a Newcome, 
and a Blany. He hopes, that other 
learned writers, encouraged by their 
examples, will publiſh new tranfla- 
tions of other books of the Old 
Teſtament. For, he truſts, that thoſe 
days of BIGOTRV vill never more 
return, when  1G6NORANCE ſhall be 
deemed the BEST $ECURITY for 
the ra1TH of the multitude : and 
that ſanQified by that end, it is 

e 2 _—— 
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even a pious and meritorious deception, 
o permit them to think, that the 
UNINSPIRED ' TRANSLATORS of the 
common verſion are as INFALLIBLE, 
as the insPIRED writers of the ſa- 
cred original. 


At the ſame time, he hopes, it 
will always be remembered, — that 
MERE LEARNING, however neceſ- 
ſary, will alone be of LIT TIE AVAIL 
to the, right interpretation of Scrip- 
ture. But, that a HABIT of DEE 
THINKING, and ELOSE REASONING, 
(long praftiſed in accurate inveſti- 
gations of all the FIRST, MOST 
GENERAL AND FUNDAMENTAL 
PRINCIPLES Of HUMAN KNOW- 
LEDGE)—to which, when maturely 
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formed,—we give the name of sA- 
caciry, (from the quickneſs and 
penetration, with which it ſuſpetts 
and traces out concluſions IN pre- 
miſes)—is the PRIME and FUNDA- 
MENTAL REQUISITE in THIS, as in 
every OTHER literary purſuit. It 
is this faculty alone, which can make 
even languages of uſe in developing 
the context, and the diſcovery of 
the meaning of an author, and con- 
ſequently, in the acquiſition and ad- 
vancement of true knowledge. Where 
that is wanting, neither real ſcience, 
nor ſound criticiſm, can poſſibly ex- 
iſt ; but, all the appearance of know- 
ledge, however ſtrong, is only a 
ſhadow, miſtaken indeed by the ge- 
nerality of the world, for the ſub- 
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ſtance; and which likewiſe, fre-. 
quently ſerves better than the reality, 
for the little purpoſes of preſent re- 
putation, power, or profit, —the only 
ſources of gratification to little minds, 
From the want of greater attention, 
therefore, to the cultivation of this 
faculty, ariſes the melancholy. fat, 
that the attainments even of the ſtu- 
dious and the learned, in every art 
and ſcience, too often ſerve only to 
the removal of vacant, but humble 
1GNORANCE, by the ſubſtitution of 
eloquent but CONCEITED ERROR, | 


To this Introduction, Lich the 
reader vill perhaps already think too 
long, the author has nothing further 
to add, but, that as he neither courts 
praiſe, nor deprecates cenſure, he 
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means coolly to examine every ob: 
ſervation made upon the very im- 
portant ſubje@ of this interpretation. 
Any remarks which appear to him 
well founded, he will moſt readily 
acknowledge to be true; and thoſe 
which ſhall appear to him to be er- 
roneous, he propoſes to take ſome 
opportunity of refuting. The effu- 
ſions of enmity, whether breathed 
forth in the private whiſper, or flow- 
ing anonymouſly in any of the pub- 
hc channels of calumny, he will him- 
ſelf only pity, and forgive in filence. 
But, by the aid of heaven, ſo graci- 
ouſly promiſed in the Goſpel, truſting 
to the general tenor of his condutt, 
for the defence of his character as. 
a man, he will always conſider ſuch 
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effuſions, as the higheſt compliment, 
which could be paid him as a writer. 
For how can an adverſary more plain- 
ly acknowledge a work to be impreg- 
nable againſt the attempts of reaſon 
and argument, than by endeavouring 
only to attack the author with miſ- 
repreſentation and abuſe ? Pity and 
forgiveneſs of ſuch an enemy, are 
ſcarcely to be deemed as Chriſtian vir- 
tues. For how could even hatred and 
revenge wiſh for a higher gratification, 
than to ſee an enemy incapable even 
of the attempt to injure another's 
charatter, without firſt making a cer- 
tain ſacrifice of his own. 


LEC- 


LF E J. 


St. MATTHEW's GOSPEL, 
Chapter i. Verſes 22. 2g. | 


Now all this wär done, that it might 
be fulfilled, which was ſpoken of the 
Lord by the Prophet; ſaying, 


Behold! a (or rather uE) Virgin 
ſhall be with child, and ſhall bring 
forth a ſon, and they ſhall call his 
name EMMANUEL ;—whach (being 
interpreted) is Gop with © Hide 


{ A the former of theſe verſes is 
tranſlated, moſt of you are 
perhaps induced to ſuppoſe, that theſe 
A eeruents, 


ys SEE EET, 


events, which would not . otherwiſe 
have happened, did happen, only 
becauſe the Prophet fovetold them. 
Whereas, - the fact is directly the 
reverſe. For, becauſe they were to 
happen, therefore, the Prophet fore- 
told them. In the mind of the 
Prophet, therefore, or at leaſt of 
the ſpirit of God, the certainty of the 
event muſt precede the prediction. 
But, as in reſpett to other men, the 
prediction precedes the event, it may 
be ſaid, without any great inaccuracy 
of expreflion, that a certain event 
oi + that a prophecy might * 
ſulfilled. 


But, the whole verſe might, with 
much more propriety, and with much 


TAGEUWKRE L 3 
greater emphaſis, be rendered thus; 


Tay Ly. all this came to paſs,*—fo 
that there was fulfilled, THAT which was 
ſpoken By God, rua9ven.the ee. 


This tranſlation of the former 
part of chis verſe, is as literal: as the 
common one; and, beſides. giving 
additional confirmation to the faQts 
before related, prevents all poſſibility 
of the miſconception, to- which, that 
is liable. Whilſt. this verſion of the 
latter part of the verſe, is ſtill more 
literal than the common one, and 
undoubtedly much more accurate and 

A 2 empha- 


#* Touro Je oho yeyovev. 
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emphatical. For, certainly in pro- 
phecy, God uſes the organs of the 
man, called a prophet, to foretell 
an event, which the prophet, or man 
himſelf, cannot foreſee. 


As it is my duty to ſhow you how 
this prophecy was fulfilled, we are now 
about to enter upon the explanation of 
What appears to me, — to be the moſt 
important prediction, in the whole 
ſacred Scriptures. A prophecy, how- 
ever, which, I do not ſcruple to ſay, 
has been fo totally miſunderſtood by 
all former commentators, (and I in- 
tend not by any means to except 
from this aſſertion, the late very ele- 
gant and learned tranſlator of Iſaiah) 

| that 
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that no ſtrength has been derived 
from it, to the evidences of Chriſti- 
anity, though, —when it is rightly 
explained, —ſuch is it's clearneſs,— 
ſuch it's force, —and ſuch it's perſpi- 
cuity and preciſion, that the whole 
diſpute between Jews and Chriſtians, 
might be brought to an iſſue, upon 
this very point, — nay, — even the 
whole argument for Chriſtianity, might 
be reſted upon the wonderful com- 
pletion of this prediction, as delivered 
by the Prophet Iſaiah, and referred 
to by the Evangeliſt St. Matthew. 


The prophecy is contained in the 
ſeventh chapter of the prophet Iſaiah. 


The 
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1. And it came to paſs, in the 
days of Ahaz, the ſon of Jotham, 
the fon of Uzziah, king of Judah, 
that Rezin, king of Syria, and Pekah, 
the ſon of Remaliah, king of Iſrael, 
went up towards Jeruſalem, to war 


againſt it, but could not prevail 
againſt af 27 L 


2. And it) was told ihe houſe of 
David, ſaying, Syria is confederate 
with Ephraim. And his heart; was 
moved, and the heart of his people, 
as the trees of the wood are moved 


with the ind. ] Arc d, 
2 3. Then 
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3- Then ſaid )the Lo RAD unto 


Iſaiah, go forth now to meet Ahaz, 


thou, and Shearjaſhub, thy ſon, at 
the end of the conduit of the upper 
pool, in the highway of the fuller's 


field : [4] DAY 40 


4. And RE too him, he herd, 
and be quiet, fear not, neither be 
faint-hearted, for the two tails of 
theſe ſmoking fire-brands, for the 
herce anger of Rezin with Syria, 
and of the e of Remaliah. In 


(ms Becauſe ws Ephraim, and 
the ſon of Remaliah, have taken 
evil cdunſel againſt thee; faying, 


6. Let 


Alla? wat Kh 


H. 


1 Ra Ahn ea, 2 
F: Beth us UA 2 4 4 Ae 


_ y to RAY | 
L AS Ee e Lain 


Let us go up againſt Judah, 

Fee Cy vex it, and let us make a 
breach therein for us, and ſet a king 

in the midſt of it, even the ſon 


of. Tabael : 04 
1 . Mas dad of hier 

7. Thus ſaith the LORD Govy 
it ſhall not ftand 0% neither — it 


come to paſs : hs 


""W. NN head of Syria i is Da- 
maſcus, ang the head of Damaſcus 
is Rezin; N in three ſcore 
and five years, Mal Ephraim be 


broken, that it be not a >) 41, 


9. * head of Ephraim is 


Samaria, d the head of Oy 
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is Remaliah's ſon. (ge wall a 
believes ſurel Je ſhall not be eſtabliſh 1 045 


LY J 


hilt 2 c 4 
ee are the nine firſt verſes of 22 1 


the chapter rendered in our common 
Engliſh tranſlation; which, in ſeveral 
places, differs from the verſion of - 
the Seventy, (as it is called) and 

contains, ſome variations of no kitle 
importance to the ſenſe —The prin- 
cipal are the e 


At the end of the fourth verſe, 
the Seventy add; 


— — 


For, when the fury of my wrath is 
accompliſhed, I will heal. 


B X he The 
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The ſixth verſe, according to the 
Septuagint, ought to be rendered 
thus : 


We will go up againſt Judea, and 
talking with THEM, (i. e. the inha- 
bitants) we will gain them over to us, 
and we will make the fon of Tabael 
to reign over it. 


In the ſeventh verſe, inſtead of, 
* thus ſaith the Lord God, it ſhould 
be, with a more. beautiful propriety, 
thus faith the Lord of Hosrs. 


The eighth verſe ſhould begin with 
Bur, inſtead of, For; and in the 
laſt clauſe: hur dne of that verſe, 


NMoREOVER 
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MOREOVER ſhould be inſerted ;—and 
the laſt clauſe itſelf, ſhould receive 
this very unportant alteration, viz. 
« the kingdom. or the people EyHRAIM 
e ſhall EXPIRE ;"*—or, according to 
a vulgar Engliſh phraſe, © give up 
« the ghoſt.” This alteration is of. 
the utmoſt Fonſequence to the aſcer 
taining. the exact time of the com- 
pletion of the prophecy.—For, it is 
well known, that Salmanaſer took. 
Samaria, and carried away the greater 
part of the inhabitants into capti- 

Az vity, 


* See Matthew iii. 4. for the juſtification of thus 
rendering RE FLOAT 
| Ano, — and ee, 
is not only thus rendered by heathen authors,, but 
ſacred, See Geneſis xxv. 8. 
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vjty, in a little more than TwzxTyY 
years aſter the prophecy vas de- 

livered. But it is evident, from 
Eſarhaddon's ſubſequent invaſion of 
it, the people of Ephraim, who were 
left in the land, had revolted from 
Aſſyria. He, therefore, marched into 
the land, took captive the people 
of Ephraim, who then remained, — 
carried them to Babylon and Aſſyria, 
—and that the land might not be 
deſolate, — tranſported Babylonians 
and Cuthites, to ſupply the place 
of the Ifraclites.—It was, at this 
time, exactly ſixty-five years after 
the prediction, that the propincy was 
ſulfilled. 


The 
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The latter end of the ninth verſe 
ſhould be thus tranſlated; 


“ Unleſs ye will believe, neither 
% ſhall ye keep together : —i. e.— 
e neither ſhall ye continue to be 
* people.“ 


The former clauſe of this ſentence 
cannot be underſtood to mean, that 
if you do not believe ux, (1. e. 1 
the prophet himſelf) this prediction 
ſhall not come to. paſs ;{ notwith- 
ſtanding this interpretation is ſup- 
ported, by the very reſpeQable 
authorities of Arch-Biſhop Secker, 
Dr. Durell, and Biſhop Lowth.— 


* Exv. ut TiTTELCUTE,, cue un CUIMTE, 
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For, it is certain, they did nor believe 
IN HIM; and YET, this predittion 
was fulfilled. But, believing, when it 
ſands thus by itſelf, means—generally, 
—a belief in the Loxp Gop. In 
perfect conformity with this expla- 
nation, — to believe, — when ſtanding 
fingly in the New TESTAMENT, al- 
ways means, — tg believe in Jzsvs 
CuR1sT. 


i The latter clauſe of this ninth verſe 
might have been tranſlated, © neither 
« ſhall you UNDERSTAND; which 
: would indeed give a ſenſe, perſetily 
conformable with the very. deſign 
of the. commiſſion, given by God 
to Iſaiah, in the foregoing chapter, 
at the very time, God ſent him 


% Re hardrup 9 de 
fac. hn tk 
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forth as his prophet, for this was 
God's command.—* And he ſaid, go 
* and tell this people, hear ye indeed, 
« but under ſtand not ; and ſee ye in- 
« deed, but perceive not; make the 
« heart of this people fat, and make 
« their ears heavy, and ſhut their 
« eyes: leſt they ſee with their eyes, 


« and hear with their cars, and un- 
derſtand with their hearts, and be 
« converted and healed.” Which 
declaration St. Paul quotes, Acts 
XxXviii. 25. and aſſigns as the reaſon, 
why the goſpel was to be e 
to the 95 5 | 


25. Well ſpake the Holy Ghoſt, by 
E Ou: the prophet, unto our fathers: 
26. Saying, 
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26. Saying, Go unto this people, 


and | fay, Hearing, ye ſhall hear, and 


ſhall not underſtand ; and ſeeing, 4 
fall Jes, and not perceive. 


2 7. For, the heart of this people 
is waxed groſs, and thetr ears are 
dull of hearing, and their eyes have 
they cloſed ; leſt. they ſhould: ſee with 
their eyes, and hear with their ears, 
and underfland with their heart, and 


ſhould be converied, and I WI heal 
them. 


| 28. Be it known, therefore, unto 
you, that the ſalvation of God is ſent 
unto the Gentiles, and that they will 
hear it. 4.54 ES 
1 
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I have, however, tranflated the word 
more in conformity with former com- 
mentators; as 1 wiſh not to differ 
from them, except, where the context 
of the prophet makes it abſolutely 
neceſlary ; ; and, in this paſſage, as 1 
have ſhown, it will equally admit 
of either tranſlation. But, I rather 
prefer the former, becauſe it will 
be found afterwards, that it furniſhes 
us with a leading idea, which will 
enable us the better to underſtand, 
the remaining part of the chapter. 
If, however, any ſhould prefer the 
latter verſion, even that will like- 
wiſe tend to "corroborate the truth 
of the interpretation, which I ſhall 


give, of the following prophecy. 
C >. —_— 
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For, if it was intended, that the 
Jews ſhould x or underſtand it, then 
this is in itſelf a rROrHRTIe 
PROOF, that THEY MUST BE 
WRONG, who have interpreted it, as 
foretelling THAT event, which the 
JEws THEMSELVES CONCELVED,— 
This, therefore, muſt neceſſarily be 
_ eſteemed an indiſputable argument, 
ſo far as it applies. And, as it 
equally reaches ALL FORMER COM- 
MENTATORs, It muſt neceſſarily in- 
volve in it, a refutation of ALL 
their - interpretations. But, exactly 
in proportion as it deftroys theirs, 
it gives a ſanQtion and authority to 
mine. 


Let 
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( Let it be remembered alfo, that 
this is not a partial obſervation, re- 
tative only to a particular n 
but a GENERAL PRINCIPLE ;— 
which, if health and time be allowed 
me, I may, perhaps, hereafter ſhow, 
affords a clue to a much clearer 
knowledge of the prophecies in ge- 
neral, than the world ſeems as yet 
to have received. —But, ſhould it 
not be my lot to develope the prin- 
ciple, the xinT,. I hope, vill be 
taken; and whether it be, or be 
not acknowledged, - from whom it 
ſprung, will be purſued, I truſt, to 
the converſion of Jews, as well as 
Gentiles, and the univerſal eftabliſh- 
ment of the religion of Jeſus.) 
: "1M C2- In 
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In what year of Ahaz's reign, 
this fiege of | Jeruſalem, of which 
che prophet ſpeaks, was begun, we 
cannot exactly aſcertain from ſerip- 
ture; but that it was undertaken 
in the very beginning of it, is the 
general opinion, and it ſeems to ad- 
mit of no doubt. For, from the 
ſecond book of Kings, xv. 37. we 
learn, chat in the latter end of his 
father's reign, God began to ſend 
« up againſt Judah, Rezin, the king 
„of Syria, and Pekah, the ſon of 
© Remaliah.” Though it appears, 
that Jotham himſelf worſhipped the 
true God, yet, we are told, -* he 
did not remove the high places: 
therefore, it ſeems. extremely pro- 
" | bable, 
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bable, chat the united armies of Syria 
and of Iſrael invaded; Judea, as ſoon 
as Ahaz, who himſelf committed 
every kind of idolatry, was ſeated 
on the throne. That theſe combined 
forces did not take Jerufalem, is 
evident, both from the words of 
Iſaiah, and of the ſecond. book of 
Kings. Though, in our Engliſh 
verſion of the latter, the tranſlators 
are certainly. miſtaken, in ſaying, 
* they could not overcome nu. When 
all which is meant, is, that they 
could not TAKE IERUSALEM. For, 
by comparing. the account of Ahaz's 
reign, as recorded in the ſecond 
book of Chronicles, with Joſephus's 

- Hiſtory,® 
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Hiſtory,* it is moſt probable, that 
it was at this time, (notwithſtanding 
the elegant tranſlator of Iſaiah thinks 
it was before, anck the learned au- 
thor of the Connections, thinks it was 
afterwards) when the Iſraelites flew 
one hundred and twenty thouſand 
of the men of Judah, (all valiant 
men) in one day, hen Zichri ſlew 
Maaſeiah, the king's ſon, —and when 
they took two hundred thouſand 
captives, and carried them away to 
Samaria.// On what authorities, theſe 
wo learned authors built their re- 
ſpective opinions, ſo totally adverſe 
2 214 1 10559 "26 e 


* See Joſephi Antiq. Jud. vol. 1. lib, 9. c. 13. 
ed, Hudſon, p, 423. 
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to each other, we cannot with cer- 
tainty detetmine, as they have not 
favoured us with any information. 
I ſhould ſuppoſe, however, that the 
Biſhop's, is merely. a conjecture, 
founded upon the probability, that 
Ahaz would go out to meet his 
enemies, before they approached near 
enough to Jeruſalem, to beſiege it. 
And 'that the Dean's, 1s a concluſion, 
drawn with much latitude, from the 
book of Chronicles. But both con- 
| jedtures muſt certainly fall at once, 
before the poſitive, evidence of Jo- 
ſephus. Who tells us expreſsly, 
« that, when the united kings had 
for a long time beſieged the city, 
they could not accompliſh their 


1 4 


« attempt, 
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attempt, on account of the ſtrength 
* of the walls. But the king of 
Syria, having taken the city of 
“ Ailath, near the Red Sea, placed 
« Syrians in it. And when he had 
“ ſlain, both the Jews who were 
in the garriſons, and they who 
« were round about, and, having 
« ſent-away much booty to Damaſcus, 
- © he departed with his army.” He 
then informs us, that the king of | 
Judah, underſtanding that the Syrians 
had retired, and thinking (himſelf 
able to enconnter-the men of Iſrael, 
led forth his troops againſt them, 
but was overcome; and that the 
{laughter of the many thoufands, and 
the taking a ſill greater number of 
priſoners, 
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priſoners, as before deſcribed then 
enſued. All which is perfectly con- 
ſiſtent with the accounts, given us 
by the ſacred hiſtorians, both in the 
ſecond book of Kings, and the ſe- 
| cond book of Chronicles—In the 
former, we are told, that, “at that 
time, Rezin, king of Syria, re- 
covered Elath to Syria, and drave 
the Jews from Elath, and the 
a Syrians came to Elath, and dwelt 
e there unto this day.” — In the 
latter, it is ſaid, „ wherefore, the 
Lord his God delivered him (i. e. 
% Ahaz) into the hand of the king 
« of Syria; and they {mote him, 
* and carried away a great multi- 
* tude of them captives, and brought 

D te them 


“ chem to Damaſcus. ' And he was 
« alſo delivered into the hand of 
« the king of Iſrael, who ſmote 
“ him wich a great laughter.” - 


From hence, then, I think it is 
a concluſion, highly probable at leaſt, 
that the aſſurances which the prophet 
Iſaiah gave Ahaz, that the united 

armies ſhould not ſucceed in their 
attempt againſt Jeruſalem, was R- 
vious to this engagement, between 
| the men of Judah and Iſrael. For, 
the prophet, from his own account, 
ſeems to have been ſent to Ahaz, 
when he and the houſe of David 
were in the utmoſt conſternation, 
at the INFORMATION only of the 

confederacy, 
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conſederacy, between the kings of 
Syria and Iſrael, to beſiege Jeru- 
ſalem. And the battle, which was 
ſo fatal to the men of Judah, muſt 
have been ArrER the raiſing of 
the ſiege. For, firſt, it is by no 
means probable, that the king of 
Syria would depart, before he had. 
found the impoſſibility of ſucceeding. 
againſt Jeruſalem. Secondly, had 
ſuch a conflict happened, during the 
continuance of the ſiege, we cannot 
conceive, . but that fo complete a 
victory, muſt have inſured ſucceſs. 
to the Iſraelites and Syrians united, 
in their attempt upon the city. 


D 2 Strong 
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Strong as are the prophet's ex- 
preſſions, yet by no means hyper- 
bolical, is his deſcription of the 
conſternation of Ahaz,—of the whole 
houſe of David, —and of all his 
people, —at the deſign of their con- 
federated enemies, to come up againſt 
Jeruſalem; as the intent of the 
united monarchs, was, if they ſhould 
ſucceed, to put to the ſword all the 
| deſcendants of David, and to place 
upon the throne, the ſop .af Tabael, 
who was moſt certainly, either an 
Iſraelite, or Syrian, but moſt pro- 
bably the latter. To remove the 
apprehenſion, then, of this direful 
event, was the only end, to which 
all the aſſurances, given by the pro- 

| phet, 
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phet, were directed. They were by 
no means intended, to perſuade Ahaz, 
that he ſhould overcome the kings 
of Syria and Ifrac}, but only, that 
they ſhould not then ſucceed in their 
attempt to TAKE Jeruſalem, nor 
conſequently, in their deſign of ex- 
tirpating the royal houſe,—and of 
placing a king of their own appoint- 
ment, upon the throne. But, ſtil} 
further to aſſure them, 'that they 
were in no danger of having the 
kingdom of Judah made ſubject te 
the kingdom of Iſrael, he declares 
to them, that, in ſixty-five years, 
* Ephraim ſhould be no more a people.“ 
Which prediction, we find, was fully 
accompliſhed. 

From 
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F rom this · inveſtigation, therefore, 
of the plain and obvious intention 
of the prophet though I am always 
diſpoſed to pay the higheſt. deference 
to Biſhop Lowth's taſte, I can not 
forbear. to prefer the common read- 
ing, to his ſubſtitution of, 


. oven the head of Syria be 
« Damaſcus, . &c.” 


«*.Txoucn.the head of Ephraim 
4 he Samaria,  &c.” 
For, . the reaſon, why. the people 
of Judah were afraid, was not becauſe 
Damaſcus was the head of Syria, 
and Samaria the head of Ephraim ; 


nor 
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nor was it merely likewiſe, becauſe 


Retſin was the head of Damaſcus, 


and Remaliah's ſon the head of Sa- 
maria; — but they were really affright- 
ened, leſt Judea ſhould become the 
head of Syria, or of Samaria, hy 
Retſin, or Remaliah's ſon, becoming 
the head of Judea. For this reaſon, 
the prophet's declarations, that the 
reſpettive dominions of the confe- 
derated kings ſhould remain as they 
then were, -and that in three Tcore 
and five years, Ephraim ſhould be 
no more a people, contained the 
aſſurances, beſt fitted, to give con- 
ſolation to the men of Judah. And 
he concluded his aſſurances, by de- 


claring to chem alſo, that if 


they 


did 
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did not believe, they likewiſe ſhould 
not keep together, i. e. they likewiſe 
_ nw to be a "AR 


Tt appears from the hiſtory of 
Ahaz, that his impiety increaſed, in 
proportion to his diſtreſs. The more 
he failed in his undertakings, the 
more devoted he became to idolatry, 
the more zealous in the eſtabliſh- 
ment of it's : rites, and the more 
violent in the extirpation of the 
ſervice of the one true God. 

« M 
From the ſecond book of Chro- 
nicles, xxviii. 23. we learn, that, 
« he ſacrificed unto the Gods of Da- 


« maſcus, -which Jmote Him. This, 
n 
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therefore, muſt moſt probably have 
been, before the king of Aſlyria's 
conqueſt of Damaſcus, and flaughter. 
of the king, though he took the 
form of an altar from Damaſcus 
afterwards. He ſaid, becauſe the Gods 
of the kings of Syria help THEM, 
therefore will I ſacrifice to TEM, 
tht THEY may help ME. 


Affrightened and confounded there- 
fore, as Ahaz, and the houſe of 
David had been, at the attempt of 
the united kings, to make themſelves 
maſters of Jeruſalem, to extinguiſh 
the royal houſe of David, and to 
place one of their own creatures 
on the throne; yet, no ſooner was 

K / the 


% 
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the prediction of the prophet accom- 
pliſhed, in the failure of this enter- 
priſe, than, becauſe the men of 
Judah were overcome in a battle, 
in which they had reſolved to en- 
gage, without any acknowledgement 
of the mercy of their God for 
their paſt deliverance, or any truſt 
in his - power, . for their future ſuc- 
ceſs, they became ſtill more obſtinate 
in their rejection of the true God, 
and more warmly attached themſelves 
than before, to the idols of Iſrael, 
and of Syria. | 


It was Zhen probably, juſt after 
this moſt fignal defeat, in which 
Ahaz loſt ſo many of his people by 

wh | 5 1 
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the ſword, and by captivity, when he 
was more earneſtly renewing his 
worſhip of falſe Gods, and reviling 
the majeſty of heaven, that the Lord 
ſent the prophet again to ſpeak to 
him, as the prophet relates, accord- 
ing to our | Engliſh tranſlation, in 
the following words: 


10. Moreover, the Lord ſpake again 
unto Ahaz: ſaying, 


11. Aſk thee a ſign of the Lord 
thy God, aſk it, either in the depth, 
or in the height above. 


12. But Ahaz faid, I will not 
alk, neither will- I tempt the Lord. 
E 2 13. And 
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13. And he ſaid, hear ye now, 
O houſe. of David; Is it a ſmall 
thing for you to weary men, but 
will ye weary my God alſo? 


134. Therefore, the Lord himſelf 
ſhall give you a $16N :—Behold! a 
Virgin ſhall conceive, and bear a 
ſon, and ſhall call his name Ema- 


NUEL. - 


t5. Butter and honey ſhall he 
eat, that he may know to refuſe 
The evil, and chooſe the good. 


16. For, before the child 'ſhall 
know to refuſe the evil, and chooſe 
| | | the 
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reſt, ſhall be forſaken of both her 
kings. 


d I do not, in this place, offer any 
alteration in the tranſlation. of this 
prophecy, becauſe, when 1 ſhall 

afterwards enter upon my own in- 
terpretation of it, I ſhall eritically 
examine every vey | 


This is the great and importang 
g eee the * fo bay b. { 
entatrors, at it 

= fulfilled many 3 years 
before the time of our Saviour, 
and is merely referred to, by the 


Evangeliſt St. Matthew, in the ſame 
manner, 


as LI ECTUSSE: EL 


manner, as one profane writer quotes 
any paſſage from another, which only 
bears ſome ſimilarity to any ſenti- 

ment or fact, which he himſelf relates. 


Others, though they imagine, it 
was PRIMARILY accompliſhed in the 
days of Ahaz,—yet, maintain, — from 
the ſolemnity with -which the pro- 
phet introduces: the prediction,“ and 
more eſpecially, ſurely ſrom the 
Evangeliſt's expreſs declaration, that 
the conception and birth of ous 
Saviour was the completion of this 

prophecy,— 


© #* The learned Biſhops, LowTu and Hun o, 
Dr. SAMUEL CLARK, and many other moſt 
refpeRable Divines, | 
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_ prophecy, that it mult, however, 
have had a ſecondary completion in 


JzsUs CurisT. 


(1 ſhall not take up your time at 
preſent, by inveſtigating the grounds 
of this commonly received opinion, 
concerning the DOUBLE SENSE of 
prophecies, as ſufficient opportunities 
for this purpoſe, will, in future 
Lectures, occur to me. The only 
poſition I ſhall now advance, in re- 
ference, to that dottrine, 1s, that 
whatever prophecies of this kind, 
the ſacred Scriptures may contain, 
THIS, however, is NOT ONE of 
them. Though ſo generally prevalent 
is the contrary opinion, that there 

are 
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are but very few writers, who have 
maintained, that it had it's primary 
completion in Jeſus Chriſt. And, 
though I ſhall be found altogether 
to differ. even from them, in their 
manner of explaining the words of 
the prophecy, yet, I am perfectiy 
of the ſame opinion with them, as 
to it's PRIMARY accompliſhment in 


Him. ) 


But I vill go ſtill further, and 
declare, without the leaſt fear of 
diſappointing your expectations, that 
ſo far from it's being applicable to 
Jrsus, in any metaphorical, allego- 
rical, or ſecondary ſenſe only, it is, 
as DIRECT and PRIMARY a pre- 


diction 
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diction of him, when, the words of 
the prophet are rightly underſtood, 
delivered in as CLEAR and uNEQUI- 
voc Al language; as any narration 
by any one Evangeliſt, of any one 
event which occurred io our Saviour, 
whilſt he was made in faſhion as a 
man, or of any one miracle he per- 
formed, in atteſtation of his divine 
nature. In a word, I maintain, that 
this prediction of the prophet, re- 
lative to Jeſus. Chriſt, delivered 
about ſeven hundred years before 
his birth, is as clear and explicit, 
as the recital of any fact related of 
him, by any of his Apoſtles, or 
Evangeliſts, who were eye wwitneſſes 
of it's truth. 


F. But, 
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But, though I am very . deſirous, 
that you ſhould have a perfe& com- 
prehenſion of this moſt iltuftrious 
prophecy, this DEMONSTRATION, as 
it may juſtly be called, of the 
TRUTH of Chriſtianity, yet I ſhall 
_ endeavour to give as much conciſe- 
neſs as poſſible, to my explanation. 
Minutely, to refute all the objections, 
which infidels have urged againſt 
this prediction, would be a taſk, 
neither pleaſing to me, nor bene- 
ficial to you. Even to enumerate 
at large, all the different interpre- 
tations only, of this much agitated 
paſſage, and the arguments in defence 

of them, would likewiſe be, to lay a 
burden upon your attention, without 
making any addition to your know- 
ledge. The 


7 
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The beſt method upon this, as 
indeed, upon every other oecaſion, 

is, to reduce the -opinians of thoſe 
from whom we differ, as much 28 
poſſible, to IRST PRINCIPLES, If 
we refute THOSE PRIN II ES, o 
purſue them through alb their windings, 
and to chaſe and run down every 
conſequence. deduced from. them,. 
may indeed gratify the vanity of a 
ſpeaker, or a writer, 'and ſwell his 
pration or book into a greater bulk, 
but, cannot poſſibly produce any 
other effect, than to weary and diſ- 
guſt them, whoſe attention we ſhould 
invite, and whoſe underſtandings we 
ſhould inform. 


F 2 Theſe 
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Theſe different modes of refutation, 
are indeed characteriſtic of two very 
different and oppofite clafſes of men. 
The former, is adopted only by 
thoſe, who are always haſtening to 
add, by their own diſcoveries, to 
the preſent ſtock of knowledge. — 
The latter, by thoſe only, who, hav- 
ing no diſcoveries of their own to 
offer, are proud of diſplaying their 
enn of other men's opinions. 
Firſt, then, let it ſuffice to obſerve, 
that all who maintain, that the pro- 
phecy, relative to a VIx IN“ s con- 
ceiving and bringing forth a ſon, 
had it's PRIMARY and LITERAL 


completion in the time of Ahaz, 
1 0 r 
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and only a s£conNDARY;,* and. there- 


fore, 1nD1REcT fulfilment, in relation 


to our Saviour, muſt neceſſarily in- 
terpret the word VIRGIN, in the 
firſt - inſtance, ' in a very different 


manner from that, in which, the 


Evangeliſt intends it, when he applies 
it to Jeſus; and from what, the 
prophet leads us to expect, by the 
ſolemnity, with which he introduces 
his prediction. (Both the 4! latter) ma- 


nifeſt mean to denote, ' a very eue 


uncommon, extraorg: mary, mira- — 
alen, event. as. the fo 


x eee 2 A 
dl ORDINARY event 


only; which occurs every day, in 
the uſual courſe of nature. | 


COMMON 


For, 


„ Eh 


Thane. 
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For, they muſt, in defence of 
LE, their opinion, either maintain, that, 
by the word Virein, is only meant, 
a YOUNG. WOMAN in general, in 
contradiction to it's etymology, and 
conſtant application, and to the utter 
eonfuſion and deſtruction of all dif- 
tinction and perſpicuity in language: 
Or, they muſt maintain, that, by 
the word Vic ix here, was meant, 
only o E, who was THEN a VII- 
ex, but, who ſhould uEREBATTER 
conceive, and bear a ſon, when ſhe 
had EASD to be a Virein. An 
interpretation, ſo unworthy the deſign 
of the prophet, and fo inapplicable _ 

in ANY ſenſe, to our Saviour, as 


to require no laboured refutation. 
Barely 


7 


AA 
— 
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Barely to relate it, ſeems to be al- 
moſt ſufficient to refute it. For, 
the paſſage, when ſo explained, can, 
neither in a PRIMARY nor a SECON= 
vary ſenſe, be a prophiecy of the 
miraculous birth of Jeſus, related by 
the Evangeliſts; nor even can poſ- 
 fibly be referred to, by way of 
ACCOMMODATION. The former ſup- 
poſitions, I ſhall more fully expoſe 
afterwards,—the latter, I ſhall refute 
now. rr ett; ena E 


For, firſt, no ſerious writer ever 
quotes a paſſage from an author, by 
way of ACCOMMODATION, but, 
either in illuſtration, or confirmution 
of ſome fact or argument, which he 

has 


| 
" 
x 
! 
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lias advanced, or for the elevation 
of his. ſubject, by the aid of orna- 
ment. But, to ſuppoſe, that the 
Evangeliſt quotes the paſſage in the 
Prophet, by way of Acco Mo- 
DATION, which, they who maintain 


this doctrine of accommodation, muſt 
_ denotes only a common event, 


to ſuppoſe him guilty of the 
greuel ab — | 


: 


N firſt, monde 'a writer. when 


he is relating a miraculous fact, re- 
fer to words, which were uſed ſeven 
hundred years before, only to denote 
a coMmon event, —this would be, 


to involve his narration in the, greateſt 


ob/curity, and to weaken his argument, 


not 
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not to illuſtrate and confirm it. And 
to expreſs his declaration of à ur- 
RACLE, in language common to 
OKDINARY -EVENTS, is not to eleuate 


his fulyeſt, _ ba it. 


Secondly. If any will how: thatthe 
prophet did really foretell a miraculous. 
event, then, it muſt neceſſarily have 
been fulfilled, at the birth of . Jeſus, 
as the Evangeliſt declares. Becauſe, 
the prophecy is applicable to no 
other event, but that, which was 
then accomplubed. 


Thirdly. If any one is irrational 
enough to ſuppoſe, that the prophet 
did uſe ſuch words, as, in their 

8 literal 


| 
| 
[ 
| 
| 
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literal ſignification, are properly de- 
ſcriptive of a miraculous, though he 
meant by them only to denote a 
common event; and the Evangeliſt 


quotes them exaftly in the ſame 


manner, and with the ſame intention ; 
—this would be, ſo intirely to con- 
found all ſeriptural language, that 

it is impoſſible we ſhould ever be 
able at any time, to aſcertain from 
the context, the true ſenſe of an 
inſpired writer. And it is, to repre- 
ſent both Prophet and Evangeliſt, 


as guilty.of a mean art, and a wy- 


ful fallacy. Nay, it would be, if 
1 may be allowed the expreſſion.— 
even plainly, and without diſguiſe, 
—to maintain,—that both St. Matthew 
| and - 
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and St. Luke, have aſſerted, what, 
was not true. For, the ſormer, does 
not leave the miraculous fa,” to 
be inſerred from his quotation of 
the Prophet, but, direbily and poſi- 
tively aſſerts it. And the latter re- 
lates a long chain of miraculous 
ſacs, previous to the miraculous 
birth, all cloſely. connefted with it, 
and inſeparable from it. 5 
There is no alternative. therefore 
left, but, either to admit the fad, 
as related. by the Evangeliſts, which 
then evinces, that the prophecy was 
PREDICTIVE of, and COMPLETED 
in our SAVIOUR'S BIRTH —org at 
once, openly to diſavow all belief, 

G 2 in. 
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in the writers of the New Teſtament. 
There can be no poſſible medium: 
For,] the teſtimony of the Evangeliſts, 
upon this point, is plain, and poſi- 
tive. And if any one, who was 
one of Chriſt's Apoſties, could either 
INTENTIONALLY DECEIVE, or even 
UNINTENTIONALLY be DECEIVED, 
then was their preaching vain; and 
« our faith is alfo vain.”f For, our 
Saviour has himſelf afſured us, if 
we are at all to believe' one, who 
was not only an Apoſtle, but- his 
moſt beloved Diſciple, John, xiv. 26. 
« Theſe things have I ſpoken uno 

« you, being yet preſent with you. 
2 But, the ComrorTER, which ts 
| | ble 
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* the Holy Ghoſt, whom the, Father 
« will ſend in my name, uE fhalt 
* TEACH you all things, and BRING 
® ALL THINGS TO YOUR REMEM-» 
* BRANCE, whatſoever I have ſaid 
„ unto you. Again, John xv. 26, 24. 
« But, when the COMFORTER is 
come, whom I will ſend unto you 
"Job the Father, even THE SPERIP | 

« of TRUTH, which proceedeth from 
© the Father, HE fhall TESTIT Y of 
«* me: And ye alſo ſhall bear witneſs, 
« becauſe ye have been with me from 
« the beginning.” ) 


There is, indeed, another, and a 
fingular opinion, advanced by a vri- 
ter, far too reſpettable not to be 


noticed” 
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noticed and whoſe authority is too 
great, not to render it neceſſary to 
refute . his arguments, as they may 
lead ſome to ſuppoſe this relation of 
St. Matthew, and this prophecy. of 
Iſaiah, to be of no great import- 
ance to the evidence of Chriſtianity 
The writer, is Dr. SauuzL CLARK, 
( in the firſt ſermon of his fifth vo- 
lume. A man, who is never to be 
mentioned, but with the greateſt re- 
ſpet for the variety of his attain- 
ments, and his more than common 
excellence in moſt though it is 
his fate, to be .moſt celebrated for 
thoſe attainments, in which he ex- 
celled the leaſt. ÞUpon this ſubject, 
( he ſeems to embrace the 


common 
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common opinion, of a double com- 
plelion, yet) he ſays, © This hiſtory 
« of our Lord's miraculous birth, evi- 
« dently in fat was not, and in the 
« nature of things, could not poſſibly 
« be intended by the Evangeliſt, in 
« THIS PLACE, as any proof, for 
« the conviction of unbelievers, ei- 
« ther of the dignity of -Chriſt's 
« perſon, or the truth-of his dottrine, 
« or of the -reality of his divine 
“ commiſſion.” Thig appears to be 
an afſerfion (o) extraordinary that, 
though it has never been refuted, 
one can not conceive, it has been 
ever adopted by any one, who did 
not at once embrace any opinion, 
upon the authority of a writer, 
without 
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without paying any regard. to his 
arguments.) For, what reaſon can 
be - aſſigned, for an Evangeliſt's re- 
lation, not only of this, but of | any 
other miracle, relative to our Saviour, 
or any prophecy fulfilled in him, Ex- 
CEPT for ONE Or ALL of the puR- 
yosEs here enumerated ? If the 
facred writers have related any, with- 
out any ſuch purpoſe, then, there is 
no . impropriety in maintaining, for 
no one can deny the aſſertion, that 
they have related them, to no purpoſe. 


But, having made this obſervation, 
which renders the GENERAL foun- 


dation * has poſition totally inadmi/- 
ble, 
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ible, let us now examine the par- 
ticular arguments, by which, he 
endeavours to prop the aſſertion, 
relative to this fact, and prophecy, 


in PARTICU LAR. 


He ſays, © That it could not 
« þoſſibly be alledged, by way of 
« proof of any of theſe things, to 
« unbelievers, is moſt evident, for 
« this plain reaſon ;—becauſe, in the 
% nature of things, the fact was it- 
« ſelf, incapable of being proved, 
« *till the truth of Chriſt's miſſion, 
« and the veracity of his followers, 
“ had firſt been eſtabliſhed.” But, 
unfortunately, (1 ſpeak it with the 
greateſt deference to the author's 

H eſta· 
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eſtabliſhed character, and the higheſt 
veneration for his memory] this, 
which is intended as a proof of the 
truth of the former aſſertion, ts it- 
ſelf only an aſſertion, which can 
not be admitted without proof, and 
appears to be incapable of receiving 
one. For, every fat, relative to 
our Saviour, muſt reſt upon it's own 
proper and ſeparate evidence, and the 
proof, therefore, of ever ſo many 
different miraculous facts, relative to 
him, is u0 proof of the truth of 
any other, which is not nſeparably 
connected with it.“ 


* A SIMILAR ERROR has been embraced, 
by ſome writers of great reputation, relative to 
PROPHECY, as I have had occaſion to remark, 
in a treatiſe, written almoſt twenty years ſince, 
but which 1s not yet publiſhed. | 


U 
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{ To admit, with Dr. Clark, the 
contrary ſuppoſition, is, to defend 
Chriſtianity, by what logicians call 
an argument in a circle. For, Chriſ- 
tianity cannot be true, unleſs the 
SEPARATE fats related of Chriſt, 
be proved to be true; and yet 
the truth of a ſingle, ſeparate fact, is 
(according-to Dr. Clark's argument) 
to be inferred from the general truth 
of the _, 1 | 


Secondly. Could we even grant, that 
if. the divine miſſion of our. Saviour 
be once proved, it would. neceffarily 
involve. in it the proof of a parti- 
cular fact, yet the fact here meant, 
cannot be of that kind, becauſe it 

H 2. e 
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is not ęſſential to a divine miſſion. 


* Though, if the fact itſelf be true, 


the divine miſſion. of Jeſus neceſ- 
ſarily follows from it yet, inde- 
pendent of the prophecy, the truth 
of the latter does not neceſſarily 
follow from the former. 


Thirdly. Though every ſingle, 
ſeparate fact, muſt ultimately reſt 
upon it's own proper evidence, yet 
there are ſome facts, related in the 
New Teſtament, ſo connetted and 
complicated with each other, that 
the proof of the truth of one, 
comprehends the evidence of the 
other. And ſuch is preciſely the 
nature of this fact. For, the Evan- 

geliſts 


© / 
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geliſts do not mention 11s, as one 


ſingle, ſolitary fact, totally ſeparate 


and unconnetted with any other but 
both St. Matthew and. St. Luke, 
appeal to other fats, ſo intimately 
and inſeparately connected with. it, 


that, —beſides having it's own ſepa- 


_ 


rate evidence to reſt upon, —whoever 
is. convinced of the truth of any one 


| of them, muſt likewiſe be convinced 


of the truth of THIs. When, there- 
fore, the truth of this, is once ad- 
mitted, if it can be ſhown, that the 
prophecy was completed, in the mi- 
raculous birth of Jeſus, as is aſſerted 
by St. Matthew, TH1s. is a PROOF, 
which uusr CONVINCE THEM, ho- 
were BEFORE UNBELIEVERS,—that 

Jzsus 
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J=sUs was the EAN UEL, foretold 
by Ifaiah. 


This great. writer's argument, to 
prove the other part of his aſſertion, 
is not better. founded than the fore- 

going. For, he ſays, © And that 

« in fat, it was never by the Evan- 
« geliſts intended as a proof; appears. 
« no leſs evident from hence; that 
“ though both by St. Matthew and. 
C St, Luke, it be laid down as the 
« begining and foundation of the 
«. Life of Chriſt, yet, in the account 
e they give us of his preaching, tis 
© never once mentioned by either 
« of thele two Evangeliſts, or by 
« either of the two other Evan- 

| « geliſts, 
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« geliſts, as ever alledged by Chriſt, 
in proof of his being the Meſſiah, 
« —nor in the book of Adds, —nor 
« in the Epiſtle of Paul, &c.” 


Now, #1RsT, ſurely from St. Mat- 
thew's and St. Luke's making this fa&, 
and the completion of the prophecy, 
as the BEGINNING and FOUN- 
pation of the Life of Chriſt, the 
proper inference is, the very reverſe 
of that, deduced by Dr. Clark.— 
For, if the Evangeliſts knew it could 
not be proved, without firſt admit- 
ting the divine miſſion of Chriſt, - 
then, their thus laying it down as 
the beginning and foundation, was 
not the means of converting unbe- 

lievers, 
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lievers, to a belief of the dignity 
of Chriſt's perſon, or the truth of 
his divine commiſſion, for which very 
purpoſe only, their Goſpels were 
written; but, it was the moſt effec- 
tual means' they could have 'taken, 
to prevent the converſion of mankind, 
—on account of their inability to 
admit this to be 4 fatt. | 


Secondly. The /a, this writer 
gives as an argument, in defence of 
the other circumſtance he has aſſerted, 
can not, be formed into an argu- 
ment, unleſs THis PROPOSITION be 
firſt admitted as an Ax lou, —viz.— 
* that whatever fact is related of our 
0 el by which, it is declared, a 


* prophecy 
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* prophecy is fulfilled, (though the 
fact be related by tyo Evangeliſts) 
can not be admitted as @ PROOF, 


© unleſs thoſe Evangeliſts, or one of 
© the others, ſhow, gur Sauour ap- 


« vealed to it in HIS preaching, o 
« at leaſt, that the writer of the 
Adds, or St. Paul appealed to it.” 


But, to admit this, as a poſtulgtum, 


is certainly, a fortiors to deny, that 
any thing can he admitted, as pre- 
dictive of gur Saviour in the Pro- 


bete, which is wot 79ſerved 10 in 


the Coſpels or Epiſtles, Pet, our 
Saviour himſelf, without quoting par- 
ticular prophecies, refers the Jews 
to Moſes, and the prophets in ge- 
neral, for their conviclion of bis 

| - being 


7 
| 
| 
i 
' 
| 
{ 
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being the Meſſiah, telling them, THEY 
teſtify of ni. And after his reſur- 
reQion, we find, that, E beginning 
„ at Moſes and all the Prophets, ex- 
pounded (unto his Diſciples) in all 
« the Scriptures, the things concerning 
. himſelf.” No poſition, then, can 
be more at variance with Scripture, 
than to aſſert, that no prophecy. can 
relate to our Saviour, which the 
writers of the New Teſtament have 
not quoted as ſuch, Exckrr, the 
aſſertion, that ONE Ww HICH 158 
QUOTED as ſuch, was not intended 
as-a PROOF of his divine miſſion. 
Dr. Clark, however, afterwards 
.admits, '< that this . miraculous birth 

| «of 


of Chriſt, the: Evangeliſt had juſt 
e reaſon, when aſſured of the truth 
« of the fact, from things which fol- 
* lowed it, to infert at the beginning 
* of his Hiſtory of our Saviour's 
« Life, and in the manner, and to 
* that purpoſe, for which he relates 
* it, had a juſt right, and good and 
« ſufficient grounds, to apply the pro- 
% phecy here cited, as a prediction 
“ Of it.“ Hence, then, it follows, 
from Dr. Clark's own - conceſſion in 
this place, that the Evangeliſt muſt. 
mean it, as a PROOF to unbeliev- 
ers, of Chriſt's divine miſſion, 1. 
A PROPHECY COMPLETED, IS AT. 
ANY TIME, TO BE ADMITTED AS 


a PROOF, Andeven admitting, that 
12 the 
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the Evangelifts did not know the 
truth of the fact, at the time of 


the - occurrence of the event, and 
not till afterwards, ( though this 
could not be, as I have ſhown, from 
the reaſon Dr. Clark aſſigns) yet, 
as this knowledge was previous to 
their declaration concerning the fad, 
and the completion of the prophecy, 
—this circumſtance does not lelſen the 
validity of the proof.* 

* Whoever wiſhes to ſee the total impoſſibility 
of ſuppoſing the miraculous berth of Chriſt not to 
be true, without conſidering the Evangeliſts, as 
any thing more than even mere hiſtorians, may 
be amply fatisfied, by the ingenious Dr. Bell's 
accurate Inquiry into the Divine Miſſions of John 
the Baptiſt, and Jeſus Chriſt. | 
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It muſt, upon à moment's reſfec- 
tion, appear impoſſible, that a great 
number of ingetiious and learned 
men, could have fallen ite miſkakes 
ſo groſs, without having been firſt 
ſeduced, into ſome more GENERAL 
miſunderſtanding, of the Prophet's. 
intention. It is not only manifeft, 
that, ih this caſe, this was the fact, 
but likewiſe, upon reflection, the 
cauſe of it, is evident. They falſely 
conceived, that both the paſfages, 
which I have ſeparately read to you. 
from Ifaiah, muſt neceſfarily either 
form one whole and intire prophecy, 
or if, as ſome few commentators 
have fuppoſed them to be Dir ER 


ENT, 
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ENT, yet at leaſt, that in BO, 
there was a REFERENCE. to the 
SAME. EVENT. Whereas, upon. a 
more mature inveſtigation, it will 
appear, that they muſt be conſidered, 
as two ſuch SEPARATE. and bis- 
TINCT. prophecies, that they might 
have been delivered at times very 
remote from each other. For, it 
by no means follows, becauſe they 
are included in the ſame chapter, 
or becauſe they even immediately 
ſucceed each other, without the in- 
tervention of any other ſubjeR, that 
the prophecies were both delivered 
at the ſame time; as theſe circum- 
ſtances ſometimes occur, when two 

| events 
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events are foretold, which are to hap- 
pen at very diſtant periods of time. 
But, as to the perſons to whom they 
vere foretold, there can not be a 

doubt; as it is evident, from the 
conclufion of the ninth verſe, that 
they were both of them delivered 
to the ſame perſons, — not to Ahaz 
alone, but to the whole houſe of 
David alſo. 


One of the cauſes, however, which 
led the commentators into the notion 
of the intimate connettion between 
the two prophecies, and the inſtan- 
taneous delivery of the one after 
the other, ſeems, indeed, to have 


ariſen 
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arifen from the ſuppoſition, that the 
words tranſlated, © Tues, LRD 
< $PAKE AGAIN UNTO ARA 
mean only, that he added, to what 
he had. juſt before ſaid. But, on 
the contrary, it is a phraſe, which 
is often uſed, in the ſacred Scrip- 
tures, to denote a different time. 
And therefore, this expreſſion, inſtead 
of affording a foundation for the 
ſupport of their ſuppoſition, does, 
on the contrary, intirely overturn 
it. Though even, if they had been 
right in the interpretation of the 
phraſe, it would by no means fol- 
* lov, 


* Km Tpocebero, with an infinitive mood after it. 
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low, that there was a neceſſary con- 
nection between the two prophecies. 


That there was, therefore, a diſ- 
tance of time between the delivery 
of the two predictions, is equally 
evident from the Prophet's own con- 
text, as from the hiſtory of Ahaz. 
From which, I have pointed out 
the different occaſions, upon which, 
they were probably given, and which 
muſt neceſſarily preſuppoſe, a conſi · 
derable interval of time, to have 
occured between them. ) 


Secondly. The commentators ſeem 
to have ſuppoſed, that the word s1GN, 
when uſed by a Prophet, muſt ne- 

K __ ceffarily 


— 
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ceſſarily denote ſome TOKEN, or 
PROOF, -of the truth of ſome one. 
of his prediftions. And, therefore, 
as .the Prophet Iſaiah is, in the 
preceding verſes, ſaid to have utter- 
ed a prediction, the commentators 
almoſt univerſally ſuppoſed, that the 
- ſign, which Ahaz is here bidden to 
alk, muſt be meant as a confirmation 
of the foregoing prediction. They 
concluded, therefore, that this could 
have been only juſt before delivered, 
and conſequently, that there muſt 
be the moſt intimate connection be- 
tween the two prophecies. The one 
being only a bare DECLARATION 
of an event, and the other, the 
816Nn of that event. 

But, 
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But, whoever will give themſelves 
the trouble, of referring to all the 
paſſages, both in the Old and New 
Teſtament, which relate to the giving 
of a 816N; will find, (I may ven- 
ture to aſſure them, after the moſt 
accurate examination) that the word 
$1GN, is. never uſed to ſignify a con- 
firmation of a preceding, or ſubſe- 
quent event, without it's junction. 
with ſome other words, which mark. 
the connection between the ſign, and 
that event ; and by which, therefore,. 
it is deprived of it's extenſive, - and. 
more general ſenſe, and confined 
and contracted within a very limited. 
ſignification. 


Ta. For, | 
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For, as every MIRACLE'IS ALWAYS 
a sien of God's exertion of his 
power, in a manner uncommon and 
unuſual, therefore, the words MIRA- 
CLE and sien are often uſed as 
perfectly syNoniMous, and are in- 
diſcriminately ſubſtituted for each 
other. Thus we find, that the Jews, 
whenever they meant to aſk our 
Saviour for a miracle, almoſt inva- 
riably called it a ſign. Plainly in- 
timating, that as they themſelves 
conſidered EVER miracle as a fign 
of Gop's power, they would, if a 
miracle was wrought, allow, either 
that God was with Jeſus, or that 
he - himſelf had made good his pre- 


tenſions, —to be the Son or Gon. 
: This, 


This, then, is always the meaning 
of the word sid, except, firft, when 
it is neceflary to uſe both terms; 
becauſe the miracle, is not only 
intended in general, as a ſign of 
God's power; but is produced, as 
a teſtimony likewife, that a parti- 
cular event had happened, or would 
happen. Or, ſecondly, when. fome 
common event is pointed out, as a 
ſign of a miraculous one, which is 
to come. But, in both theſe caſes, 
the context never fails to ſhow with 
accuracy, the limitation in the mean- 
ing of the word, juſt as it always 
does, whether the miracle, or ſign, 
which is only in general, an atteſ- 

tation 
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tation of God's rown, is in any 
particular caſe deſigned as a mark 
of his protection and favour, or of 
his correction and diſpleaſure.. 


One can not therefore obſerve, 
without great ſurpriſe, that the com- 
mentators ſhould ſo very generally 
have conſidered the miracle, foretold 
in one of theſe predictions, as a 
s10 of the truth, or confimation 
of the event foretold in the other; 
when not a word is uſed by the 
Prophet, to give the leaſt intimation 
of any ſuch intention. 


But, our ſurpriſe is {till much 
more increaſed, when we conſider, 
that 
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that it was upon | this very account, 
that they were totally at a loſs, to 
give a rational and conſiſtent expla- 
nation of the connection, and inter- 
pretation of the two prophecies. 


The majority, however, of thoſe 
who held this opinion, I ſuppoſe, 
ſaw, that as the miracle here fore- 
told, was not to happen, 'till more 
than ſeven hundred years afterwards, 
it could not poſſibly be a s1G6N to 
Ahaz, of an event, which was not 
only to happen during his reign, 
but within the fpace of two or three 
years, from the time of the delivery 
of the prophecy. - They, therefore, 
in their zeal to defend what was 
not 
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not defenſible, looked out for ſome 
event, which did happen at that time, 
to which the words, “a virgin ſhall 
“ concerve, Sc.“ could be in any 
SENSE applied. For this purpoſe, 
they had not far to look ;—as the 
Prophet had, at the very time he 
delivered his prophecy, a ſon with 
him, though indeed no mention is 
made of his age, nor is any thing 
known of it, and yet it is abſo- 
lutely neceſſary to aſcertain, that he 
was but juſt born, before the appli- 
cation could be made to him. This 
therefore, the commentators took al- 
together for granted, was ſuch, as 
would be conſiſtent with their hypo- 


theſis. 
| 3 
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Others, looking ſtill further, and 
finding in the next chapter, another 
ſon was to be born to the Prophet, 
and whoſe birth could certainly be 
aſcertained: fixed upon him, as the 
child meant by the Prophet for -a 


ſign. 


Each, then, of theſe ſects of com- 
mentators, being perfealy ſatisfied, 
in having found, each of them a 
ſign though they diſagreed as to 
the particular objett of it, perfealy 
concurred allo, in making, a common 
event the ſign of the predicted event; 
being, as they thought, Hpical of 
the real ſign or miracle. Thus, to 
ſupport their interpretation, they did 

L not 
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not ſcruple to make the Prophet 
guilty of the glaring impropriety, 


of introducing at the ſame inſtant 
of time, the moſt important pro- 
phecy, of the moſt ſtupendous mi- 
racle, man can conceive, —but, which 
was not to exiſt till many years 
afterwards, — between two other pre- 
dictions, of events ſoon to occur, 
with which the ſormer, in it's PRorER 


ſenſe, has not the leaſt 1 or 


-connettion. 


But, even repugnant as theſe in- 
terpretations are, to all juſt princi- 
ples of criticiſm, as appears from 
the obſervation I have already made, 
yet the whole of their incongruity 
is 
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is not yet pointed out. For, as 
zorn theſe events are ſuppoſed to 
be future, depending on the time 
of a child's knowing good and evil, 
in reſpect to one, and in relation 
to the other, not only | upon this, 
but even on his very birth; neither 
of theſe events could then be any 
more a PRESENT fign to Ahaz of the 
predicted event, than even the MiRra- - 
cLE itſelf, which was to happen at 
ſo very diſtant a period afterwards. 


Some few other commentators, as 
learned and ingenious as any of their 
| predeceſſors, for ſo undoubtedly they 
all were, however they may have 


miſunderſtood the Prophet upon this 
L 2 occaſion, 
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occaſion, juſtly conceiving, 1 ſuppoſe, 
theſe to be very forced and far- 
fetched interpretations of the Pro- 
phet's meaning, and at the ſame time, 
wiſhing to preſerve the r11TzrAL 
prediction of the miraculous event, 
which could only relate to our bleſſed 
Saviour, and the declaration of which, 
fo many hundred years before the 
event, muſt therefore be an 1Nnp1s- 
PUTABLE PROOF Of His MIRACU- 
| Lovs CONCEPTION, —have en- 
deavoured to find other ſolutions of 
the difficulties, which had 'till then 
attended the explanation of theſe 
prophecies. 


Theſe commentators, if I under- 
ſtand them right, ſuppoſe, that the 
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| fourteenth verſe, © Behold! a virgin 
« ſhall conceive, &c. contains one 
propoſition and prophecy, totally ſe- 
parate and diſtin from that imme- 
diately afterwards given, in the two 
following verſes. Firſt. They con- 
| fider the former, as a literal pre- 
dition of our Saviour's birth, and 
therefore, a ſign of the truth of 
the other prophecy, which the Pro- 
phet had juſt. before given; aſſur- 
ing Ahaz, that the kings of Syria 
and Iſrael ſhould not ſucceed in their 
deſign againſt Jeruſalem. Secondly. 
They conceive the latter, to relate 
merely to the land being freed from 
thoſe two kings, before the Prophet's 
: fon | 


RE SCTIUIRIE: E 


ſon then living, ſhould know to re- 
fuſe the evil, and chooſe the good. 


But it is evident, that theſe in- 
terpreters,* in endeavouring to avoid 
the incongruity of the former com- 
mentators, in the admiſſion of a 
TYPE, have (if they have all ima- 
gined the prediction of our Saviour's 
birth, to be a ſign, or confirmation 
of the truth of the firſt prophecy) 
run into that very abſurdity, to 
avoid which, I ſuppoſe, was the 
cauſe of the firſt adoption of the 
0 idea 


* Dr. BExSON, and according to bim, Biſhop 
CHANDLER, whoſe work: I have never ſcen, Dr. 
RENNICOr, &c. 


\ 
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dea of i 6 type. This abſurdity is, 
either the making one event, which 
is to be long ſubſequent to another, 
a s8116N of the occurrence of the 
former; or, confounding the pxx- 
diction of a miracle, with the 
PERFORMANCE Of one. A miracle, 
when wrought, muſt always be a 
ſign of God's power, and may like- 
wiſe be the ſign of any other event, 
to which he chooſes to appoint it. 
But a miracle predicted, can no 
more be a ſign of another event, 
'till the miracle is wrought, and 
thereby the prophecy is accompliſhed, 
than the Prophet's mere declaration 
of the event; which muſt certainly 
owe all the conviQtion of the truth, 
which others feel of it, to their 
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FAITH in the TRUTH of the Pro- 
phet's pretenſions. 


Theſe interpreters, therefore, are 
not only liable to all the other ob- 
jections, (except what relate to a2 
type) which I have made to the 
foregoing, and which I ſhall not 
therefore now repeat, but, in en- 
deavouring to avoid the only one, 
from which they have indeed ex- 
.empted themſelves, they have adopted 
a poſition, equally objeRtionable, in 


it's place. 


A late commentatort differs from 
: all 


+ The ingenious Mr, POSTLETHWAITE, of 


T OY. College, Cambridge, who publiſhed two 
Diſcourſes 
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all the foregoing, by conſidering the 


DESTRUCTION OF THE cor E- 
DERATED KINGS, as the sIdN of 
the BIRTH of the EMAN URL, not, 
the eRoPHECY of His BIRTH, as 
the ſign of THEIR DESTRUCTION. 
This, I think, is the * poſition 
peculiarly his own. 


1 _ 


- Diſcourſes upon this ſubjeA, which he had preached 
before the Univerſity of Cambridge. Mr. BLaxy, 
the learned tranſlator of Jeremiah, in imitation of. 
Biſhop LowT#'s verſion, of Iſaiah, has in a Ser- 
mon very lately publiſhed, adopted in ſome meaſure 
this idea, only he includes within the ſign, the 
calamities mentioned in the remaining part of the 
chapter. This interpretation, * requires 


no ſeparate examination. 
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I would be very far from deſign- 
edly miſrepreſenting any writer's opi- 
nion, and 1 ſhould be very ſorry 
even undefignedly to do it. But, 
as this author's two Diſcourſes, are 
rather of the oratorical ſpecies of 
writing, than the -argumentative, 1 
expreſs myſelf with much caution. 
Becauſe, though in the latter kind 
of diſcourſe, the 'general principles 
are plainly laid down, the interme- 
diate propoſtions, which are to ſerve 
for proofs, are clearly diſtinguiſhed, 
and the concluſions are regularly 
deduced ; yet, in the former, all 
theſe ſeveral parts are rather to be 
conjettured, than aſcertained. 


One 
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One general principle; indeed, this: 
author | propoſes in form, “ that 
« the primary and immediate objett 
« of the prophecy; (beginning at 
« the fourteenth verſe) was vor to 
« perſuade and convince Ahaz, that. 
« he ſhould aſſuredly be delivered 
from the. deſtruction with which 
« he was threatened, by the confe- 
« derated kings of Syria and Sa- 
„ maria.” And, to expoſe more fully 
the abſurdity. of. the contrary ſup- 
polition, he puts into the mouth of 
Ahaz, a ſpeech addreſſed to the 
Prophet; in which, upon that ſup- 
polition, he ſhows ſo clearly, that 
the Prophet could have no claim to 
belief, nor pretence to any autho- 
M 2 rity, 
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rity, that he could not poſſibly make 
any reply to the king's accuſation, 
Yet, when in conformity, as we ſhould 
ſuppoſe, with the author's own. inter- 
pretation, he gives to the Prophet 
a fpeech, which is to convince the 
houſe of David, he makes the for- 
mer, in part, thus addreſs the latter. 
«Will no warning awake, no kind- 
« neſs ſoſten, and promiſes perſuade 
« you ?—Have ye forgotten God's 
« tender mercies of old ?—Has he 
« not ſworn by himſelf, that he will 
never fail David ?—Or think ye, 
* that his arm is waxed ſhort, and 
© that his power and pravidence are 
% no longer able to protect you 


* 2 your inſulting enemies !— 
| « Has 


o 
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„% Has he not ſaid, that the ſeed of 
« avid ſhall endure for ever, and 
e that his throne ſhall be as the 
* days of heaven And can ye now 
« fear, that his houſe ſhall be exlinct, 
and his throne filled by a ſtranger, 
© the jon TABAEL ?—Your unbe- 
« lief may provoke: God to anger, but 
it can never defeat his - own pur- 
« poſe. Tour ob ſtinacy may call down 
* has judgments upon yourſelves, but 
« know, notwithſtanding, —the line of * 
David ſhall neuer fail, till the pro- 
* miſed fees Hall come. — And now, 
* though your unbelief makes you 
little worthy of this grace, from 
an offended God, yet he will not 
* only condeſcend to inform you 


- - © more 
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more fully, concerning the dirt 
and character of that extraordinary 
« perſon; but, out of compaſſion 
4 to your - weakneſs, he will urET 
„ YOUR DAN ERS With his pRo- 
© TECTING ARM, and your. incre- 
“e dulity with a fign, which may, 
« and ought to convince you, that 
* he is ever true and faithful to his 


cc promi e. 


If this ſpeech contain not a di- 
rect contradiction to the GENERAL 
poſition, the author had advanced, 


as the ground-work of his interpre- 
tation, I muſt confeſs myſelf, to 
be totally ignorant of all principles 
of congruity. For here, the IRT E 
of 
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of the EM AN uE is made the AND 
,0URCE of CONSOLATION to Ahaz, 
and the houſe of David, and as- 
$SURANCE Of THEIR DELIVERY 
FROM THE DANGERS THREATENED 
THEM, BY THE KINGs of SyRIiA 
AND or ISRAEL. It would be in 
vain to anſwer, that the author does 
not make the birth of the Emanuel 
the DIRECT $1GN of their deliver- 
ance, but the death of the kings 
the DIRECT ' 816N of his birth. — 
For, as in the foregoing ſpeech, the 
ſole reaſon for giving ſuch a ſign, 
Vis, —becauſe, the aſſurance of his 
birth, was a ſecurity for their relief 
from their preſent fears;—that muſt 
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be. likewiſe, the ſole, and ultimate 
end, for which, the ſign was given. 


But, even paſſing over this I- 
 £ONS$ISTENCY, (for JI know no ſofter 
term, by which it can be called) 

and ſuppoſing we admit, that the 

author did not intend, in contra- 
dition to this fundamental poſition, 
to make the deliverance of the houſe 
of David from their preſent appre- 
henſions, the primary object of the 

prophecy, other inſuperable objec- 
tions, {till occur to it. 


The Prophet ſays expreſsly, the 
Lox D HIMSELF ſhall give you a 
$1GN :—©* Behold! a virgin ſhall 


© conceive, 
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« concerve, Sc. A declaration, which 
is in perfect conformity. with the 
whole language of ſcripture, when 
the Lord means to declare his power, 
by a MIRACLE. But, the commen- 
tator ſays, © The Lord himſelf ſhall 
give you a fign ;—behold, —before a 
*« child ſhall know to refuſe the evil, 
« and chooſe the good, the land that 
e thou abhorreſt, ſhall be forſaken of 
« both her kings.” Tuts, ſhall be 
a $16N to you, that a viRGin ſhall 
CONCEIVE, and BEAR a sox, and 
ſhall call his name EMANUEL ;— 
« Butter and honey ſhall he eat, that 
e may know. to refuſe the evil, and 
0 __ the good. | 


N Had 
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Had this been really the form, in 
which the Prophet had delivered 
his / prediction, every reader mult 
neceſſarily have concluded, that no 
miracle was here intended. Becauſe, 
there is not the flighteſt intimation 
of one. But, it would have been 
as improper in commentators, to have 
ſuppoſed, that any thing more was 
intended, than the birth of a com- 
mon child, with an uncommon name, 
as it is now, to imagine the con- 
trary. | | 
Secondly. If we are to ſuppoſe, 
that this writer, diſclaims all idea 
of this prophecy being intended, as 
a preſent . conſolation to the houſe 

of 
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of David, to what end or purpoſe 
does he ſuppoſe it to be given ?— 
Not ſurely, as any proof of the 
divine inſpiration of the Prophet? 
For, to adopt his own method of 
treating this ſubze&t, we may ſuppoſe 
the houſe of David, upon that pre- 
tence, to reply, in the following 
manner, and in many of. the com- 
mentator's own words. 


% You: announce, that the Lord 
« himſelf ſhall give us a ſign. But 
* what is this mighty ſign ?—That 
« the land which we abhor, ſhall 
be forſaken of both her. kings, 
* before any child, that is now to 
be born, ſhall know to refuſe the 
N 2 * eil, 
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« evil, and chooſe the good; and 
* that this is a fign, that a virgin 
« ſhall conceive, and bear a fon. 
« But, what is it to us, that a 
* thouſand women, now virgins, 
„ ſhould immediately conceive, and 
bear children? Is that any rea- 
“ fon, why we ſhould forſake our 
« Gods, and try, and put our truſt 
„jn yours? Nay, even if you told 
« us of the ſtupendous miracle, that 
« a virgin, whilſt a virgin, ſhould 
& conceive, what is that to us, and 
« jf it were, what ASSURANCES 
« do you give us, that it will come 
« to paſs ?—You ſay, indeed, that 
« the land which we abhor, ſhall, 
« jn five or fix years, be forſaken 

| « of 
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* of both her kings. — But, what 
e preſent aſſurance do you give us 
* of it ?—You PROMISE us, indeed, 
«a ſign, but, we want a sien of 
„the TRUTH of THAT PROMISE ;. 
« or elſe, it is as abſurd in you, 
« to expect to gain our preſent be- 
« lief, as if you were to pretend 
to tell us of an event, which 1s 
% to happen near a thouſand years 
* hence. The very fign, which you 
« pretend to give us, of an event, 
* which we know not when it will 
« happen, and when it does, is, as 


« far as we know, of no conſequence 
„ to us, is itſelf an event, which 
* may very probably come to pals, 
and therefore, if it ſhould, wilt 

« be 
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*.be no proof of any prophetic 


. 


cc 


60 


cc 


(„ 


«c 
«c 


ſpirit in you,—You have BEFORE 
told us, that the kings of Syria 
and of Iſrael, ſhall not ſubdue 
Judea, but remain only the heads 
of their ' reſpettive nations. If, 


then, we had any faith in your 


words, that declaration would be 
a ſufficient conſolation to us, with- 
out knowing the times of their, 


death, which is, in compariſon, 
te of no importance. As, therefore, 
while you pretend to aſſert the 


high dignity of your character, 
by promiſing us a ſign from God, 
you yet refer us only to the 
common events of life ve can 


not but ſuſpect, that your preten- 


« ſjons 
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« Hons are vain, and groundleſs.— 
« Ceaſe, then, to trouble us with 
« your idle admonitions—Leave us 
« quietly to diſcharge the duty of 
« our country, and as far-as in our 
« power, to guard againſt the pre- 
« ſent, and future dangers which 
« threaten her, by a prudent exer- 
« tion of her natural force, or by 
„ inviting the aſſiſtance of ſuch pow- 
« erful allies, as may afford us ſome 
« proſpett of defeating the malicious 
« deſigns of our inveterate enemies. 
“What inducement do you give us, 
“ or what conſolation do you offer 
us, for believing in your God ?— 
« You pretend, that the kings of 
Syria and of Iſrael, ſhall not ſub- 

due 
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due our country: you add, like. 

* wiſe, they ſhall- both die in five 
% or fix years;—and yet, at the 
* ſame time, deprive us of every 
% dawn of comfort and of hope, 
« by affuring us, with the ſame 
breath, from a pretended commu- 
« nication with your God, that he 
« will bring upon us fill worſe ca- 
« lamities, than any which have hi- 
* therto befallen us, ſince Ephraim 
« departed from Judah.—As, then, 
„ wx have no faith iN HI, and 
you yourſelf give us no EXPEC- 
„ TATION of SAFETY or of MER- 
© CY FROM urn. —-begone, —we will 
12 continue to ſeek our preſent de- 


« liverance, and future protettion, 
« from 


\ 
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from other Gods, to whom Syria 
« and Iſrael owe their ſucceſs.” 


Upon the whole then, it is evident, 
that this writer's hypotheſis is no 
jeſs inadmiſſible, than theirs, which 
have before been examined.;—bat, 
his own. objections may be turned 
againſt himfelf, and his own hypo- 
theſis may be deſtroyed by the very 
argument, with which he demoliſhes- 
thoſe of other eommentators. 


Having now explained to you, 
from the hiſtory of Ahaz, the point 
of time, in which, the Prophet moſt 
probably delivered this prediction, 
and the ſtate of Ahaz's mind at that 

on juncture. 


08 LECTURE 1. 


jundture, to whom, with the houſe 
of David, it was directed; — both 
which circumſtances, are almoſt eſ- 
ſential to the right apprehenſion of 
any. prophecies ;—having, likewiſe, 
compreſſed into as ſmall a ſpace as 
poſhble, and deſtroyed the principles, 
upon which, all former interpreters 
have built their comments, upon this 
latter prophecy,— I ſhall now proceed 
accurately to examine the Prophet's 
words, to prepare the way for the 
interpretation of them, which 1 ſhall 
give you. Which, -I muſt confeſs, 
from my own convittion of it's truth, 
I ſhall offer with confidence, not- 
withſtanding it has happened to el- 
cape the diſcovery of men - ſome of 

| them, 
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them, much more extenfively ſkilled 
in languages than myſelf, and all of 
them, perhaps, equally zealous in 
their inquiries. 82 | 
You recolleQa, then, that the Pro- 
phet was firſt ſent to the idolatrous 
Ahaz, before the ſiege of Jeruſalem 
had begun, at the time when he 
and his people had only heard, chat 
the two armies were coming up 
againſt it. He then aſſured them, 
that the confederated kings ſhould 
fail in their attempt ; for, that they 
ſhould not be able, by taking the 
city, to deſtroy the houſe of David, 
and bring under their ſubje&ion, 
the country of Judea. But, that 
O 2 Damaſcus - 


Ho LEC-T U:R:E: I. 


Damaſcus ſhould continue to be the 
metropolis of Syria, and Samaria of 
Ephraim; and, that in ſixty-five 
years, Ephraim ſhould even ceaſe 
to be a people. He then reminds 
them, that as this deſtruction of 
Iſrael, was a puniſhment upon THAT 
PEOPLE, for their forſaking the Lord 

Cod; fo, if THEY THEMSELVES 
ſhould perſiſt in diſbelieving God, 
they ſhould likewiſe ceaſe to be a 
bebt. 


Notwithſtanding the foregoing pro- 
phecy had been accompliſhed, ſo far 
as related to the preſervation of Je- 
ruſalem and Judea, from ſubjeQion 
to the confederated kings, yet, be- 

| cauſe 
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cauſe the latter had, by à ſignal 
viftory, deſtroyed many of the peo- 
ple of Judah by the ſword, and 
made captives of more, Ahaz was 
not only unthankful for . God's pro- 
tection, but even exaſperated at his 
defeat; and for that reaſon, became 
ſtill more alienated from the Lord 
Jehovah, and more devoted than 
ever, to the falſe Gods of the. Hea- 
thens. The Prophet is, therefore, 
ſent to him again, as appears moſt 
probable, at that time, to ſee, whe- 
ther no proof whatſoever of God's 
power, even one, that Ahaz himſelf 
would deem moſt ſtupendous, - could 


ſoften his obdurate heart, and teach 
him 
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him, who was the God, he ought 
to n and in whom he * 


ro. Moreover, the Lord ſpale 

again unto Ahaz,” (i. e. God ſent 
the Prophet to peak to him 000 
Heut. 


11. * oe for Pp a ſign,” 
(i. e. a fign of thine own chooſing, 
for your own. conviction) © of the 
« Lord thy God,” (i. e. the God of 
Abraham, Iſaac, -and of Jacob, the 
God, who brought your fathers with 
ſigns and wonders, out of the land 
of Egypt, —he who raiſed up your 
father David, and his houſe to reign 

ET over 
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over his people). “ aſk: it, either in 
« the depth, or in tie height above.” 
Chooſe, ſays the Prophet, through- 
out the whole extent of creation, 
either in earth, or in heaven, —chooſe 
a ſign of God's power, the moſd 
ſtupendous you can | coneeive, and 
which you may even fancy impoſ- 
fible to be performed, yet, notwith- 
ſtanding, it ſball be n 


| ©. But, a. e 2; witli 
3 neither will .“ 


What, my brethren, can you ſup- 
poſe, is the cloſe of a ſentence,— 


which has ſo obſtinate,—ſo rebellious, - 


—ſo hard-hearted,—and ſo impious 
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#* beginning Nl which, be. a 
even fo ſcornfully rejefts. the offered 
boon of an all- gracious God Will 
you ſay, with a late commentator; 
$9 ſolemn an offer. ſtaggered the 
4 Joubting king, and he ſhrunk. back. 
at the thought, of requiring from 
„ God himſelf, fo extreme ' a teſt 
© of his veracity ?”—No.—You can 
not ſay this For then, Ahaz muſt 
either have been inſtantly converted, 
only from this o ER of a miracle, 
which we know from hiſtory, is the 
reverſe of the fat ;—or you muſt 
even, —which God forbid, —arraign 
the Prophet, and the goodneſs of 
God,—in MAKING the offer. Can 
you, then, complete the ſentence, . 
9 "by 
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by ſuppoſing: with the generality of | 
commentators, and with our tranfla- 


tors themſelves, that Ahaz concluded 
his OI v ſaying, 0 e . 


1 1 3 H 1 1 531 il a4; 
60 7 will mot wap the u. 
wie. 110 "(1411 tr 9 


T his would lin to . the 
ſentence liable to the ſame objedtions, 
as the forcgoing (gloſs.—1t would 
be, to render it totally inconſiſtent 
with che character of the impioug 
Ahaz, and only worthy of the lips 
of the holy David. - No, —the Whole 
of his anſwer was perfatthj conſiſt - 
ent with itſelf, and his on im- 


- 
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I will, not 4ſt, neither uill ! 
*/MAKE | TRIAL® of : the. Lord”; 


Hobs NDR. f | VE | 73 104. 
A . which, eee it makes 


us ſhudder at it's blaſphemy, is how- 

ever, the only one, which could 
come m & from the idolatrous 
. of. * di Hon Ni 
OCan Jen de now wonder, my 

brethren, that all former commen- 
tators, ſhould have intirely miſcon- 
ceived the whole intent of this pro- 
phecy, when every one of them 
has paſſed over uncorre&ted, ſo groſs 
a miſtake in the W 


| "Aber 
„„ * Hepagw. 
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After this anſwer of the king's, 
which ſo fully proclaimed the un- 
conquerable ſtubbornneſs and impiety 
ol his heart, it would have been 
in vain for the Prophet, to have 
faid any thing more to Ahaz ſingly, 
he, therefore, addreſſed himſelf to 
the whole houſe of David. 2 


13. © Hear ye now, O houſe of 
David !”—Arouſng their attention 
to the great importance of what he 
was about to deliver, by the ear- 
neſtneſs and "folemnity'' of the intro- 
dudtion. | | 

5 5 | | 

What follows, then, this awful 
call Not ſurely, as our Engliſh 
tranſlators have rendered it ? 
1 F 42 
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ff Is it a ſmall. thing for + You. to 
; weary me ee, 
e bad "gg © 


56 44 9 9 _ ” , 1 
4.4 1 8 8 1 5 0 „ . 


: 


For, can any one conceive any 
thing, to which the former part of 
this ſentence can refer ?—Not to 
the Prophet Iſaiah, or the other 
Prophets, i is evident. For they were 
only, as it it were, the voice of God 
ſpeaking to the people, and the de- 
claration of their wearineſs, there- 
fore, could not be ſeparated | from 
that of God. ; | e 


The Prophet ſays, however, no 
ſuch” any. But, with the ſtricteſt 
, propriety 
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propriety, in reference to their late 
defeat, —to what Aha had: juſt ſaid; 
—and likewiſe, 10 that ſtupendous 
miracle, the Prophet was . 

ene e H | 


« Do you not POM it a Agen 
thing to contend for victory with 
nen ?*—how, then, and by what 
% means, are you to contend "amp 
40 2 | * 1— | 


„ . then, rapt into fu- 
turity, and the continued hardneſs 
of their hearts being laid open to 

by TIN 128 him, 


* Tlapexerv aye. 
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bim, even to the latter times; tells 
them, - fince through their impiety, 
they will not accept God's offer of 
mercy, in aſking for a ſign, the Bord 
« himſelf,” (without the inſtrumen- 
oy” of a N or any other 


« Sha give you « fn," 


" Lo!—Tur VIRGIN ſhalt 6 con- 
« ceive, and bring forth a ſon, and 
«© thou,, O virgin, ſhalt call his name 
% Emanuel, or God wita vs!” 


| He then proceeds to aſcertain, 
the exact period of his birth, with 
| | 1 
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à minuleneſo, no where elſe recorded 
in ſcripture, not even in the famous 
prophecy, that the ſceptre ſhall not 
depart from Judah, till Shiloh come; 
nor even in the illuſtrious prophecy 
of Daniel's ſeventy weeks; — and 
concludes,—not without a 816Nn of 
their DELIVERANCE' from any pre- 
ſent, much. apprehended danger 
but, with a prophecy, and a ſign 
of che loſs of their empire, and 
the conſequent deſolation of their 
land. Denouncing, throughout the 
whole of the remaining part of the 
chapter, the vengeance of God againſt 
their crimes. N 


35333 
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which, I pledge myſelf, to,develope, 


8 * » 


ale his grace, that what I have to 
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Such is the outline of this moſt 


ſtupendous prophecy.— Every part of | 


and | explain to you, in my nen 
Lecture, verſe by verſe. In ſuch 


a manner, I hope, as will produce 


in your minds, the fulleſt convidtion, 
that my interpretation contains the 
true meaning of the Prophet; and 
even with ſuch ſtrength of evidence, 


_ as, I truſt, will in future, ſtop the 


-mouths even of Infidels, and put 
to ſilence the tongues of wicked 
En tt AR to, dn 
n | - FO 15150 Nane 

May Gov be pleaſed ſo to vouch- 


7 ſay, 


* - 
* 
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ſay, may have it's due effedt upon 
the hearts and minds, of all, who 
hear me, through Jeſus Chriſt our 
Fu 


7. 
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U 


E . 
b ' x . 
1 . > 2 5 LY 
- „ 4 3 
* 


8 fortnight has unavoidably 


A elapſed, ſince 1 gave you the 
outlines of my interpretation of this- 
much agitated, and, as it appears to 
me, much miſtaken, though moſt 
important prophecy of Iſaiah, refer- 
red to by the Evangeliſt St. Matthew, 
I apprehend, that with the explanation 
of the paſſage I am now about to give, 
a recapitulation of ſome part of what 
I have before obſerved, may not. 
be tedious to any of you to hear, 
and may be even neceſſary for the 


2 "8: 


— 
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generality of you to receive, to en- 
able you to underſtand what is to 
2 


F irſt. Then, I ſtand dledged to 
you, not to avail myſelf of any 
| TYPICAL, or SECONDARY APPLICA- 
Tion of the prophecy, to our bleſ- 
ſed Saviour ; ; but, am engaged to 
you, to ſhow, that it was L1TER- 
ALLY, or PRIMARILY, and vULTt- 
MATELY fulfilled" in HIM. 

Secondly. I have already ſhown 
you, that the context of the Pro- 
phet, doth: not at all authoriſe us 
to conclude, that this prediction, 
concerning | the birth of the EAA 
| NUEL, 
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NUEL, vas delivered at the ſame 


jundture of time with the foregoing 
prophecy ; which both foretellsthe 
preſervation of Jeruſalem and Judea, 
from ſubjeQion to the confederated 
kings, and the annihilation of Ephra- 
im, as a ſeparate people: but, that. 
the hiſtory of Ahaz altogether coun- 
tenances the very reverſe of this 
ſuppoſition. : 


. Thirdly. I have pointed out to 
you, that whether you conſider the 
concluding declaration of the Pro- 
phet, in his firſt addreſs to the 
houſe of David, to mean, either, 
that if they did not believe, they 
ſhould not underſtand, or, that if 

. tdhey 
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they did not believe, they ſhould not. 
CONTINUE TO BE A people, — both 
tranſlations. give a ſanction to the 
interpretation I mean to propoſe. 
For, if you prefer the former, then, 
none of the interpretations, which 
former commentators have given of 
the latter prophecy,. can be true; 
becauſe; they all concur in ſuppoſing 
the s AME event is foretold in it, 
which, the JI ws themſelves imagined. 
Or, if you make choice of the lat- 
ter ;—then, it ſeems reaſonable to 
| fuppoſe, after the houſe of David 
had ſhown an intire diſtruſt of the 
Lord Jehovah, and a total derelic- 
tion of his ſervice, that the latter 
| prophecy | ſhould: be a denunciation 

RP ages, a 
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of the ruin and deſtruction which 
would befal THEM likewiſe, as a 
people, as well as the people of 
EeHRAIM, or ISRAEL - the diſſo- 
lution and deſtruction of whom, as 
a nation, the Prophet * before 
E 


Fourthly. I have proved, chat 
the Prophet's command to Ahaz, to 
aſk a $16N, and his ſubſequent de- 
claration, that God himſelf would 
give a ſign, by no means authoriſes 
the ſuppoſition, that the ſign com- 
manded, or the ſign given, was in- 
tended as a confirmati on, either of 
the foregoing, or of the ſubſequent 


prophecy. But, that the Prophet $ 
meaning 
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meaning was, as is evident from 
other ſimilar expreſſions in ſcripture, 
to defire Ahaz, to aſk God for a 
miracle, and in conſequence of his 
_ refuſal, to declare the miracle, which 
God would afterwards re 


Finny. I have colleied, and 
refuted, the GENERAL PRINCIPLES, 
upon Which, the interpretations of 
all former commentators, were built. 


Sixthly. By confidering, what was 
evidently the deſign of the Prophet, 
in bidding Ahaz to aſk a ſign, and 
delineating to you, the ſtate of Ahaz's 
own mind, and of his people, I have 
OW how extremely miſtaken, all 
GT Foul former 
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former commentators were, in ad- 
mitting the common tranſlation of 
the one verſe, which contains 
Ahaz's refuſal; and of the other, 
which contains the Prophet's anſwer 
o it, which he addreſſed to the 
whole houſe of David. And, as the 
tranſlation of both verſes is equally 
wrong, whether any of their inter- 
pretations, or my own, be admitted, 
this ſurely affords no light preſump- 
tion, that they did not give all the 
attention to the interpretation of this 
illuſtrious prophecy, which it's vaſt 
importance . 1 8 


And here I muſt 1 leave, ſtill 
further to remark, that the obſer- 
R vation 
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vation which I have before made, 
concerning the different times, at 
which the prophecy, relative to the 
preſervation of Jeruſalem ; and that 
in relpect to the birth of Emanuel 
vere delivered; - and the aſſertion, 
that the one was not intended, as 
the confirmation of the other; are 
by no means adduced, merely to 
deſtroy the comments of former in- 
terpreters, and to eſtabliſh my own. 
For, if the contrary ſuppoſitions could 
be admitted, they would as well 


quadrate with my T as 
with any of theirs. 


But, I come "now to mention 
one ſuppoſition, u N IVERSAIL IL I 
| made 
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made by the foregoing commentators, 

which is indeed, I muſt confeſs; ſo 
far from being compatible with my 
interpretation, that they are diame- 
trically oppoſite, and totally repug- 
nant to each other. It is indeed, 
the very center, upon which, the 
whole interpretation turns. It. is 
that, which has, I believe, ultimately 
given birth, to all the inconfiſtencies- 
and incongruities, which I have al- 
ready pointed out, in the interpre- 
tations given by other writers; . and 
though ſuch inconſiſtencies - and in. 
congruities furniſh no abſolute proof, 
that the ſuppoſition itſelf is wrong; 
—yet, thus much at leaſt they evince,. 


R 2 


* 
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that if THAT be right, the infec 
from it, muſt -have been very illogi- 
wy dedu cee. 


It is time, however, that I ſhould 
now point out to you the ſuppoſition 
itſelf, without further preface. It is 
the followmg. 


Commentators found, that the chap- 
ter began with the relation of the 
Two kings of Syria and Ifrae], com- 
ing up in confederacy, againſt Jeru- 
falem. They ſaw, likewiſe, that the 
prophecy, relative to the preſerva- 
tion of Jeruſalem, foretold, the fruſ- 
trating the deſigns, and the defeat 
of the intentions of thoſe kings.— 

In 
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In the fourteenth verſe of the ſame - 


chapter, they likewiſe found Two 
kids mentioned, though unaccom- 
panied with any declaration, that - 
THEY were alſo the kings of Syria 
and of Ifrael. But looking into the 
beginning of the next chapter, there 
they ſaw a prediftion,—that, before 
the Prophet's child, not then born, 
ſhould be able to call, my father 
and my mother,—the power of the 
xixds of SyR14, and the ſpoils of 
the KING of SAMARIA, Or ISRAEL, 


ſhould be taken wifi by the king 


of Aſſyria. 


WOES * 
All the commentators, therefore, 


whether Chriſtian, or Jewiſh, ſeem 
| to 
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to have concluded it, to be intus- 
tively evident, —that the x INS before 
mentioned, without- any. particular cir- 
cumſtances to 1DENTEEY. them, (only. 
on account of the mention of a 
child: in both places) . muſt be the 
SAME,” with thoſe, which in the pre- 
ceding and ſubſequent paſſages, are 
PARTICULARLY deſcribed. They 
having, then, once embraced this 
ſuppoſition, all the other ſuppoſitions, 
— of the Prophet's continuation of the 
one and the ſame addreſs, —and the 
notion of the one prophecy being 
only a declaration, —and the other 
a confirmation of it by. a fign— 
and the | opinion of other commen- 
tators,—that the latter prophecy, con- 
ſiſted 
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Gifted of 1% ſeparate and diſtin 
parts. —really aroſe; and not, as 
ſome might imagine, that r ESA 
e ee ah ogrty 


But ſitedy; del the commentators 
more maturely conſidered the dig- 
nity of the prophecy, and the ac- 
cuſtomed manner of the Prophet, 
they would rather have deduced an 
inference directly the reverſe. For, 
upon their ſuppoſition, they made 
the Prophet predict the ſame event 
twice, almoſt at the ſame inſtant of 
time. An event, too, neither very 
ſingular in it's nature, nor yet very 
important in it's conſequences. For, 
the Two KINGS might both be ſlain, 

and 
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and their riches and ſpoils carried 
to Aſſyria, without any ſecurity to 


Re the country of Judea. Nay, between | 


the delivery of theſe two prophecies, 
which are thus ſuppoſed to relate 
to the s AME event, the Prophet 
had predicted, that the evils, which 
would befal Judea, would ariſe from 
the KING of AsSYRIA, NoT- from 
the KINGS of SYAIA and of 
ISRAEL. 15 | 


But, why ſhould 1 waſte your | 
| time, by advancing. arguments, to 
prove the 1MPROBABLLITY of cheſe 

learned authors ' ſuppoſition, when 
| DEMONSTRATIONS. are ſo obvious, of 


its 
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it's total irreconcileableneſs wich all 
the Prophet's context, both n 
and n - 


Let us, then, once more give 
our attention to the prophecy it- 
. As; NE * 
13. © And he ſaid, Do you not 
« find it a hard thing to contend 
* with (or, to ſtruggle againſt) nen? 
« How then can you contend with (or 
© ſtruggle againſt) God 9” 


14. The Lord himſelſ, therefore, 
© will give you a gn. Lo the virgin 
7 All conceive, 1 bring forth a 
S | - cc * ſon .. 
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4. ſon: and "thou, O virgin, ſhall 
* call hrs, fend or Gad with 
TTY 


Fiſt, if there was any conne gion 
at all, in the mind of the Prophet, 
between the two verſes, juſt now 
read to you ;—and to ſuppoſe there 
was not, would be a fuppoſition, 
which would not leſs reflect upon 
the Prophet, than on the commen- 
tator who made it ;—it is abundantly 
evident, what that connection was. 

It could be to all human appear- 
ance, nothing elſe, but this. Will 
you, therefore, when this miraculous 
perſon come,—this Emanuer,—this 
Gop with us—wilt you then con- 

5 tend 
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tend with Ham, as you do now with 
MERE MEN; and diſregard and 
diſbelieve uu, as you do now the 
Prophets ſent. to pope from God. 


Paton. n a 
ſhown, from the Goſpels, that this 
prediction of the miraculous birth 
of EmanueL, or, Gon. wiTH us, 
was literally, primarily, and completely 
fulfilled in IESuS. For, it is hot 
only manifeſt, upon an accurate in · 
veſtigation, that it was not LITER- 
ALLY fulfilled in any ONE ELSE; 
but likewiſe, it is evident, that it 
had not even a TYP4cal fulfilment 
in the time of Ahaz, though num- 
bers have, notwithſtanding, ſuppoſed 

„ it. 
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it. If any will ſtill ne! it had; 
let them then point out the child. 
Not a child, —] do not afk that. 
who was born of one, who was 
STILL a virgin, — becauſe, this In 
evidently an impoſſibility. . But ov, 
—to whom only,—the NAME of 
 EMANvVEL, or, Cop wirn U 8,— 
could, in any sENSsE, be applied. 


An- anſwer to this demand, no 
one, I apprehend, will now be guilty 
of the groſs anachroniſm, of ſup- 
poſing, that HEZ EKIAH was THAT 
child nor SHEARJASHUB, i. e. I 
ſuppoſe, © a remnant ſhall E SAVE D, 
for the ſame reaſon. - We ſhall be 
referred then, if any attempt be made, 
I 
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1 conjecture, as we ſo often have 
been already, to the next chapter, 
for an anſwer.— But what do we find 
there ?—The birth indeed of a child 
to the Prophet, hy one; whoſe mo- 
ther was à VIRGIN; at the time 
of the delivery of 'the- prophecy ;— 
and the fign for which he was given; 
is expreſsly declared, viz. „the 
© plunder of Damaſcus, and the ſpoil 
© of. Samaria. ”” - Accordingly, his 
name is choſen, on purpoſe to fig+ 
nify, this intention of his birth. 
It is Maher-ſhalal-haſh-baz, which 
very pertinently denotes, © MAx1NG 
* SPEED, TO 'THE $POIL.” But, 
what TYPE, or RESEMBLANCE, in 
NATURE, OFFICE, CHARACTER, OT 

| even, 


— 


/ 
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even, in nb does uE bear to 
EmanvEt, or CoD Wirz us. He 
other manner, the avenger of che 
the protector, nor law-giver of Judea, 
But, if cn an one can be con- 
ſidered as the VER of the. EMa-r 
NUEL; there can not be a. perſon, 
or an event, in the Old, Teſtament, 
which ought not to be equally. ad- 
mitted, as a TYPE of ſome perſon, 
or event, in the Golpels, For, 4 
dare challenge any one to produce, 
from the moſt myſtical writer, a 
type, ſo far remote from plauſibility, 
and ſo totally deſtitute of reſem- 
blance, as this —But beſides, as no 


One 
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he admitted to be à Tyes of an- 
other event, or perſon, between 
which, there is net 2 ftrong, ftrik« 
ing, and obvious frmilitude ; as there 
was not the leaſt reſemblance between 
the circumſtances, attendant upon 
the birth of any child of the Pro- 

phet, and thoſe” which accompanied 
the birth of Chriſt ; nor between 
the nature, offices, or perſons, of 
either of his fons, and thoſe of the 
holy Jeſus ;' it is impn/ſeble that ei- 
ther of the former ean be admitted 
to be a Tyre of che litter. 1 


- 


So far, Werefore was "this pro- 
phecy from being literally, or even 
typically 
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typically fulfilled, in the time of Ahaz, 
or only applied, by accommona- 
T10N, to Jeſus Chriſt, or even in 
a ſecondary ſenſe only, accompliſhed 
in HiM—that..it was not in any man- 
ner, or in any part, fulfilled at that 


Thirdly. If any commentators 
will perſiſt in conſidering this pro- 
phecy, not merely as the declaration 
of a miracle, which was in future 
times to be wrought, but that it was 
intended likewife, as a sio of the 
truth of ſome other event, which 
had been already, or was immedi- 
ately after to be foretold; it is 
manifeſt, from the Prophet's intro- 

5 duction 
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duftion of the prediction, that ei- 
ther the miraculous birth of the 
child, or ſome other circumſtance 
cloſely connected wich it, and rela- 
tive to him, —or at leaſt theſe cir- 
cumſtances united, could 4 L ONE 
be, the SIGN INTENDED. x? 


Fourthly. It follows, then, indiſ- 
putably, from the very VATURE of 
a $16n, that the event, of which, 
this part of the prediction was to 
be a ſign, muſt be ſubſequent in it's 
occurrence, to that event, which 
was intended for it's fign. And 
conſequently therefore, that no event, 
which was afterwards predicted in 
the ſame prophecy, if it were, in 

T point 


a8 LECTURE 11. 


point of time, to precede the mira- 
culous birth of the child, &c. could 
poſſibly be the event, thus ſignified. 
Neither, for the ſame reaſon, could 
any event, foretold in the former 
prophecy, which had either then bap- 
pened, as moſt probably, the pre- 
ſervation of Jeruſalem, from the 

| kings. of Syria and of Iſrael had; 
nor the one, which was ſoon to 

happen, many hundred years before 
tte exiſtence of the fign,—viz. the 
extinQtion of Ephraim as a people, 
could x1THER of them poſſibly 
be, the event pre- ſignified. 


Thheſe conſequences, which IJ have 
draun from the verſes, juſt now 
* read 


x 
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read to you, are thus far at leaſt; 
as clear as any geometrical demon- 
ſtration. And, therefore, they form 


an INDISPUTABLE PROOF, that the 


kINVOOS MENTIONED IN THE SIX 
TEENTH- VERSE, CANNOT POSSIBLY: 
BE THE; KINGS OF SYRIA. AND OF. 
IsRAEL, as all the. commentators 
ſuppoſe. - And if it be admitted, 
that the miracle predicted, was o 
intended as a. ſign of any oTHER 


EVENT: THERE  FORETOLD ;. then, 


it is INTUITIVELY. EVID ENT, that, 
ALL THE EVENTS. predicted, as, 
being cOoNSEQUENT. of the MIRA 
curous BIRTH , OF | THE CHILD, 
COULD | NOT IE EVENTS, Which, 

ne we Te, were. 


— 
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were SOON TO HAPPEN, but, WEAR 
to be „nenn TO TAT 
BIRTH. $44 42 491 $116 214458 


- Fifthly. If, on the contrary, the 
miracle foretold, was, when wrought, 
TO BE a $16N, likewife, of sou 
OTHER EVENT; — THERE 18 NO 
OTHER FORETOLD in the -PRECE- 
DING prophecy, to which, it was 
PRIOR; and therefore, or wuHicn, 
it couLH BE A/$1G6N; but, that 
% TuDAH SHOULD NO MORE” THAN 
4 "EpHRAIM, CONTINUE A PEOPLE; 
ir THEY DID NOT BELIEVE,” 
So likewiſe, if it was intended as a 
se of ANY EVENT to Judah, in the 


LATTER prophecy, it muſt neceſſarily 
: "00 be 
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be oN, at leaſt LIKE THAT, which 
did not happen, till Ar EA the 
 81RTH of the EMAN UBI. 


From hence, then, it neceſſarily 
follows, that no poſſihle defence, can 
be left to Jewiſh, or Gentile Inſi- 
dels, but at once, BOLDLY to DENY, , 
that it mas a prophecy ;—and to main- 
tain, that by ſome rious rrAUD, 
"of SOME / 'CHRISTIAN or OTHER, 
THEY KNOW NOT! WHOM, | NOR 
WHEN, it was inſerted: in every one 
of the copies of the Prophecies of 
Iſaiah; —and that the firſt chapter 
of St. Matthew, and ſome chapters 
in St. Luke, were ron, by the 
SAME UNKOWN PERSONS, and at 
| the 
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the UK UNKNOWN TI, on 
purpoſe to confirm it. Such an opi- 
nion, can not fail of gaining "as 
many proſelytes, as there are men, 
ho are intirely deſtitute of thought, 
and ende nen f * 


Dun 4 Who dave too W cut 
| 3 their minds, to be capable of 
reliſhing ſuch abſurdities, muſt there- 
fore confeſs, that 118 18 A PRO» 

enzcv, which was LITERALLY and 
COMPLETE Ly. fulfilled» in J=8vs 
Cnxisr; and is neither /TyYP1caLLYy 
nor in ANY ornER SENSE- appli- 
cable to ANY OTHER ERSOR. 


whatloever. a1 a4 02/48 teal 5 


— 


* . £ * 
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But it is now ag e _ 
fifteenth _ 


e 


« that he may know 2 the evil, 


* and 1 80 the ere 


7 


ier may be Py n 
meaning of this verſe, thus much 


at leaſt is evident beyond diſpute; 


that it can No have REFERENCE 
to aNy OTHER perſon, than to 


the cuhro, whoſe miraculous power, 


ne 


and divine nature, are foretold in 


the verſe immmediately preceding. 
Tuis is the oNLY | ANTECEDENT, 
to which, the RELATIVE can pos- 
SIBLY REFER. | 3 yy" 


The 


4 
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The late very elegant and learned 
tranſlator of Iſaiah, whom 1 have 
often before mentioned, adopting 
and corroborating the opinion of a 
learned friend, has, with much ear- 
neſtneſs, objected to the generally 
received tranſlations of this verſe, 
“ THAT he may know,” or © 7111 
« he may know; and propoſes to 
exchange theſe conjunttions for an- 
other, which, he thinks, clearly re- 
moves all N 


As his objection to the — 
„ II he may know,” is wholly 
founded upon the ſuppoſition, that 
the following verſe, contains the 
REASON for the affertion, in the 

verſe 


LEQTURE II 15 
verſe now. under ſconſiderauion, and 
that it fqretells a very / different 
event, from what it appears to me 
to do, 1 hall not take up your = 
time, in examining his Lordſhip's 
ö — to that conjunction. But 
the authority I ſhall Anden. Tt 
the adoption of another conjunct 
will be in itſelf, both Kaden s 
ſet aſide this, and to render any 

examination of the aun obſer- 


vations, noneceihuy: . 71 


The Ge her Eo 10 be other, 

* THAT he may know,” * well 

founded, mult certainly; be, allowed 
to render it totally inadmiſſible 

F or. it is aſſericd,, that the verſe, 

"WF v a thus | 
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6. us rendlered, has uo mining at 
4 4.“ And it is 1 aſked, with no 
flight ſigns of an aſſured victory. 
4 What ſenſe is there in afferting, 
chat a child ſhall eat butter and 
* honey, THAT he may know to 
© reſiſts” the evil, and chooſe the 
©" good —18 there any ſuch elfelt 
— this” FR Oy] no | 
r will bah, 1* ny 
granted the learned commentators, 
that there is no. abſolutely Wen 
conneftion, between any certain par- 
ticular ſpecies | of food, and the 
operations of ' DNDERSTANDING, 
and the Witt. And yet, that ſuch 


. as is beſt fitted to Arengthen 
the 
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the bady, is therefore medigtely mog 
likely, 10 gine vigour\ to-the ming, 
is ſo gommon an opinion, ſuppoſed - 


at leaſt it is nat to be rejeged, 
without proof; nor reprobated | ab 


once, as. a manifeſt; abſurdivy.. IC, 
therefore, butter and honey were 
eſteemed. a food of this, kind, ſuitable: 


to infants, as in a country fertile 


of thoſe commodities, it r 


N the common trenſlation of 
this, verſe, was not altogether de- 

ning af the tent . wien 

it is ed tg ien 4 


A uns 


Other 3 indeed, are alc 


in the learned COMMENINTY, why,. | 


+4 5.4 
wo 
42, * 
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the child could not be fed "with 
butter and honey, in a ſtate of 
infancy.” © Becauſe, as theſe articles. 
* f food, were eſteemed delicacies 
«in the Eaſt, and they could only 
« be procured in a time of plenty, 
« the land of - Judea therefore, could 
« not at THAT | "TIME furniſh them, 
« hecauſe it was then harraſſed ws 
« it's enemies. 

3 f er e objection, in 
the ſtrength of which, ſo much con- 
fidence ſeems to have been placed, 
1 might, with ſome other commen- 
tators, content myſelf with obſerving, 
that towards the conclufion of this 
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very chapter, it is predifted, that 
THESE "ARTICLES of food 8HALL 
BE PLENTIFUL on Tu bAV 
ACCOUN T,—vecauſe, the land would 
be DESOLATE.. | l 


#0394 4 


But, as I muſt confeſs, 'that though 
this fact here predicted, has ſome 
appearance of an argument againſt 
the objeQtion; yet, when maturely 
weighed, it is in reality, no anſwer 
to it, -I can not poſſibly adopt ſuch 
a reply. For, though a fertile country 
may afford plenty to the remnant 
left in it, when the greater part of 
it's former inhabitants is carried away, 
it by no means follows, that it can 


afford plenty to it's inhabitants, when 
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ber in dhe caſe ſuppoſed) an enemy 
army was in the country, beſieging 
te ada | | 


1 in anſwer to dis objedlian, f 
I muſt, in the firſt place, take the 
liberty of aſking ;—of WHAT TIME 
is the commentator ſpeaking ?—Hz 
4 was to be fed with butter and 
honey, could be no other, than the 
EManuzL—who was not to be born, 
ll many hundred years afterwards, 
What, therefore,. had the ſtate of 
the land of Judea, in the Prophet's 
linie, to do with it at the. birth of 
the EManyzL—The above. ob- 
ſervations, then, bowever juſt they 
MAY... be in themſelyes, can not fyr- 
| nin 
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mm any objetion to the common 
endelig of this verſe. But, on 
the conttary, che vbjeftion muſt pre- 
ſuppoſe a -D1retRtENtT child to be 
ſpoken of in this verſe, from that 
in the former, © A ſuppoſition, which, 
{ am ſorry 1 am obliged to lay, 
militates not more againſt every ra- 
tional deduttion, than againſt every 
grammatical conftruftion. Ny 


As, A the offered emen- 
dation of the tranſlation, is built 
upon this inadmiſſible ſuppoſition, it 
is ſufficient, barely to mention it, 
® Butter and honey ſhall he: cat, WHEN 
_ © he fall, Sc.” i. e. WHEN he is 


become a man, or FOG be at leaſt 
paſt 
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\ paſt his infancy. But, admitting: but- 
ter and honey to be figns of plenty, 
* how can this, (as a late ingenious 
2 .commentator* has juſtly obſerved) 

ebe applicable to our Saviour, ac- 
9 cording to the. accounts given of 
« him, in the Goſpels.” Certainly, 
it can be by no means applied to 
him, in his maturer years, when, 
according to his own expreſſion, * he 


* had not where to lay his head.” 


As it is however evident, from 
what I have juſt faid, that the 
learned tranſlator could not poſlibly b 


mean to apply it to the divine 
Jeſus ;— 


+ Mr. POSTLETHWAITE., 


LECTURE II. 263 


Jeſus he was not under the ne- 
ceſfity of ſhowing, how it accorded 
with the circumſtances of his life. 
But we can not forbear to lament, 
that ſo elegant and well-furniſhed a 
mind as the Bifhop's, ſhould be ſo 
anxious, in the concluſion of his 
remarks upon this famous prophecy, 
to perſuade his readers, that Iſaiah 
meant it, as a direQ and literat pre: 
dition of our Saviour, and yet, 
that he ſhould not, in the courſe of 
his explanation, have adduced a ſin- 
gle argument, to convince theny of 
the truth of it. Thongh, therefore, 
the Biſhop does not, yet, as the in- 
genious commentator before-mention- 
ed himſelf does apply this fact to 


1 3 
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our Saviour, not indeed in his man- 
hood, but in his infancy ; it was 
therefore incumbent upon HIM, to 
have ſhown, that theſe articles of 
food do vor imply a ſtate of plenty. 
For, if they do, the ſuppoſition will, 
according to the account in the 
Goſpels, equally militate againſt his 
own interpretation. Though he has 
neglected to diſprove this ſuppoſition, 
(for what he has ſaid, is by no 
means ſufficient for that ' purpoſe) 
it eaſily admits of a refutation.— 
And therefore, ſecondly, to ſhow 
that the objettion itſelf is altogether 
without force, I ſhall prove, that 
the poſition it contains, is not true. 


This 
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This objection, as well as the 
new tranſlation, was originally taken 
from. Mr. Harmer's © OBsERVA- 
© TIONS ON DIVERS PASSAGES OF 
« ScrIPTURE, &c.”—A work, by 
which, the learned, and worthy au- 
thor has. done much ſervice to the 
world. But, as it's greateſt utility 
conſiſts, in the collection he has 
made, of the manners, produce, 
cuſtoms, &c. of the Eaſt, from the 
narrations of various travellers ;— 
the value of the book will not be 
impaired, if it's author be wrong in 
this point; which is rather to be 
conſidered, as an inference. from 
other facts, than advanced by him, 


as a fact itſelf, 
X 2 od 
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He expreſſes himſelf ſurpriſed, that 
fo celebrated an author, as Alling, 
ſhould imagine theſe words of the 
Prophet, © Butter and honey /hall he 
EF eat, Sc. are expreſſive of a ſtate 
poverty ; as Vitringa,* in his com- 
mentary, aſſures us, he did. “ The 
« Old Teſtament (he ſays) ſo. often 
« Ou of honey and milk, as 

nn 


»The learned Mr. BLANY, maintains like- 
wiſe the ſame opinion. But ſurely, John the Bap- 
tiſbs diet, teaches us what were the ſpecies of food, 
in a ſlate of great poverty, or ſeaſons of great 
hardſhip, and diſtreſs, viz. LocusTs and w1LD 
HONEY. Though Mr. HARMER endeavours to 
ſhow, that there was not even any exceſſive rigour or 
auſterity in John's diet. But how he can reconcile the 
two propoſitions with each other, he has not at- 
tempted to explain. 
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« emblems of pLENTY, and the con- 
« nexion between butter and milk 
© is ſo obvious, that few, he be- 
„ lieves, have embraced this. opi- 
« nion.“ He then informs us, till 
further to. refute Alting, and ſup- 
port his. own opinion, that, « butter 
and honey is an exquiſite break- 
« faſt among the Arabs, and pre- 
* ſented to princes they would ho- 
e nour with great diſtinction: conſe-. 
* quently, nothing is more untoward 
e than the thought of Alting.” 


Now, though I by no means in- 
tend to defend the opinion of Al- 
ting, that theſe articles of. food are 
ever uſed. in Scripture,. as. emblems 

of 
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of a ftate of poverty; and though, 
(as 1 have before obſerved) in the 
latter part of this very chapter of 
Iſaiah, the country of Judea is de- 
ſcribed, as affording a plenty of them, 
to thoſe few who remain, after the 
reſt are flain, or taken captive ;— | 
yet, I muſt obſerve, that in the 
paſſages alluded to by Mr. Harmer, 
milk and honey are not uſed as 

emblems of the x1cuzs of the in- 
habitants,, or at all given as proofs 
of their abounding in deltcactes';— 
but only, as ſuch proofs of the fer- 
tility of the ſoil, as would ſecure 
them from the famine, they muſt have 
ſuſtained in the wilderneſs, had they 


not been miraculouſly ſupported. — 
7 This 
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This will be evident to any one, 
who will take the trouble of com- 
paring, Joſhua, v. 5—with Geneſis, 
xliii. 11.—Deuterenomy, viii. 8 
xxxii. 13.— 2 Samuel, xvii. 29. 
2 Chronicles, xxxi. 5. — (though 
many other paſſages might be cited) 
and will prove ſtill further, that they 
were by no means delicacies, but 
only the moſt common articles of 
food. In a mere paſturage ſtate, 
they may indeed be the beſt arti- 
cles of food, which can be procured, 
and the eating them together, may 
be eſteemed a luxury. 


The ſame, likewiſe, may be the 
caſe, in a wandering ſtate, like that 
| of 
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cumftances,. by no means w 
any one to infer, that this wat 
likewiſe the caſe in Juden. For 
on the contrary, the diſſimilarity in 
che condition, and poſſefſions of the 
authoriſes us to draw, a amen 

cally oppoſite concluſion. Indeed, 
from the paſſages he cites, it may 
not only be doubted, but denied 
that they are articles of 'delicacy,” or 
| Fuxury, even among ſt the Arabs. For, 
though they might form the moſt 
elegant breakſaſt, yet that might be 


Z by no means, the moſt coſtly and 


more than amongſt us. And, how | 
ſurpriſed 
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ſurpriſed ſhould we be, to ſee a 
foreigner conclude, from what we 
ſhould ſet before even a + princely | 
gueſt at that meal,—that butter, bread, 

Kc. were the greateſt delicacies, ei- 

ther our country produced, or our 

riches would enable us to import. 
His concluſion, likewiſe, that theſe 
articles of food, were not appropri- 
ated to children, (if he has not de- 
ceived himſelf by an | equivoque) 

becauſe they were uſed alſo by 
people of riper years, can claim no 
better ſupport. For, what is more 
probable, from the experience of 
all countries, than that ſome ſpecies 
of diet, ſnould be the common and 
fole food of children, which formed 
| * a 
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2 part only of the diet of men? 
And what could be ſo naturally thus 
appropriated, / as milk and honey, 
in a country, which is charaQteriſ- 
tically deſcribed, as flowing with 
them ? 


The new tranſlation then, which 
is propoſed, of exchanging * THAT, 
for wn,“ is far from being 
authoriſed, by any -proof, that but- 
ter and honey, were vor the uſual 
food of children ;—or, that they were 
a food of fuck delicacy, that there 
was any ſtate of the country, in 

which, Judea could not furniſh them. 

Much leſs, therefore, would it follow, 
that there is any 1NCONSEQUENCE 

attends 
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attends the declaration, that the child 
was to eat butter and honey, be- 
cauſe, at the time of the delivery 
of the prophecy, ſuch was the ſtate 
of the country, that it would not 
afford thoſe articles of food. For, 
it was not the ſtate of the country,. 
at the time of the Ddi#Livzxry of 
the prophecy, but at the time of 

it's 'ACCOMPLISHMENT ;- Which, if 
it had even at all; could poſſibly 
have any relation to it. And to 
ſuppoſe, that the prophecy was de- 
livered and completed; in the s Au 
ſtate of the country, is, to ſuppoſe 
the moſt manifeſt contradiction, VIZ. 
that the child here ſpoken of, was 
Nor the EMM ANV u. 

Y 2 Not 
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Not leſs evident is it, that the 
INCONSEQUENCE alledged to follow, 
from the child's eating butter and 
honey, 'THaT he may know to re- 
fuſe the evil, and chooſe the good, 
does by no means apply. 


For, whatever may be ſuppoſed, 
to be the operation of theſe ſpecies 
of food, in reſpect to common in- 
fants, it is certainly capable, not 
only of a meaning, but of a very 
great and important meaning too, 
when applied to THE CHILD, of 
whom it is Here ſpoken. For, as 
I have juſt now obſerved, it 1s an 
UTTER IMPOSSIBILITY, that the 


child, ſpoken of in TH1s VERSE, 
ſhould 
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ſhould be any other, than the 8AMz 


WON DERFUL so of the vici, 
—the EMMANUEL, or Gop wirn 
us, foretold, in the roREGOING. 
As, therefore, from the former verſe 
alone, mankind would have been 
induced to ſuppoſe, that one ſo mi- 
raculouſly born, and poſſeſſed of ſo 
divine a nature, would- totally differ 
in every reſpect, from the ſons of 
men; it was in perfect conformity - 
with the human nature he aſſumed, 
for the Prophet to declare, that he 
would appear like a man, and be 
nouriſhed by the ſame food that 
other children are, that he might 
have experience of the good and 
ill of human life. This is ſo rati- 

FEE onal, 
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.onal,, and at the ſame time, ſo 
VERY OLD an explanation of the 

common tranſlation, that it is im- 
poſſible to conceive, it was unknown 
to the learned commentators; and 
equally inconceivable, how it could 
be rejefted, as having no meaning. 


But, though this common inter- 
pretation of theſe words, affords this 
natural, obvious, and rational expla · 
nation of their meaning, and is thus 
eaſily defenſible againſt every ob- 
zettion, and even cavit which has 
been thrown out againſt them; yet, 
I muſt confeſs; I am rather inclined 
to think, they ſtill admit of Au- 
OTHER INTERPRETATION,. better 
b ſuited 
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ſuited to the figurative ſtyle of the 
Prophet, and the nature and ſubli- 
mity of the ſubjed. I can not 
forbear to think, that the Prophet 
did not here mean to deſcribe lite- 
rally, the food of the infant, and 
from thence inſer his acquiſition of 
knowledge, in the common way of 
other children; but, to denote his 
ſupernatural knowledge, wiſdom, - and 
ſweetneſs of ſpeech, even before bis 
arrival at that age, in which, the 
common degrees of knowledge and 
wiſdom, are uſually acquired by ob- 
ſervation and experience. 


Few ſimilitudes, are more com- 
mon, in the books of the Old 
| Teſtament, 
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Teſtament, than the comparing Wis 


DOM, ELOQUENCE,” and SWEETNESS 

of 'spEECH, to BUTTER and HONEY: 
Thus, 1 Samuel, xiv. 19. and the 
following verſes, © Jonathan's EYES 
{are ſaid) * to be ENLIGHTENED, 
by taſting a little honey, when he 
* was faint and weary.“ So like- 
wiſe, Proverbs, xxiv. 13. 14. © My 
© ſon, eat thou honey; for honey- 
comb is good, ſo that thy palate 
© may be ſweetened:— Thus ſhall 
« thy ſoul learn wiſdom ; for if thou 
* find it, thy end ſhall be good, 
(or right) * and thy expeRation 
„ ſhall not be cut off. Again, 
Proverbs, xvi. 20. to 24. 10 Good 
e doarines are an honey- comb, the 
| « ſweetnels 
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e ſweetneſs and health of the ſoul.” 
Cant. iv. 11. © Thy lips, O my 
« ſpouſe, drop as the honey-comb; 
* honey * milk are under wc 
* tongue.” 


From theſe, then, and E variety 
of other paſſages which might be 
quoted, it ſeems to me clear as de- 
monſtration, that when the Prophet 
ſays, Butter and honey ſhall ux 
„ EAT, BEFORE (according to that 
* beſt authority, the Septuagint) he 
* KNOWS (i. e. as yvww Often 
" means, before he has learned by 
« experience) either to lay hold of 
„evil, or to chooſe good, —he 
means, that this child, this ExMa- 

Z NUEL, 
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Nut, this Gop wir us, ſhall 
not acquire knowledge in the com- 
mon mode of other children, but 
ſhall be endowed with Jupernatural 
wiſdom and underſtanding, whilſt Je 
continue "yet à child. 


This interpretation, Which I have 
given, of the Prophet's words, is even 
confirmed by the event. For, this pre- 

dition, was undoubtedly fully com- 
pleted; hen the Emmanuel, being 
yet u child, ſtaid behind at Jeruſalem, 
and Joſeph and his mother turning 
back, ſeeking him, © found him in the 
« temple, 'fitting in the midſt of 
e the dodtors, both hearing them, 
« and ( not aſking, _ putting 
n, 
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« queſtions to them. And all that 
« heard him, were aſtoniſned at. his 
« underſtanding, and anſwers. And: 
“ when they ſaw him, they were 
« amazed; and his mother ſaid unto 
him, Son, why haſt thou thus 
dealt with us ?—behold !—thy fa- 
Ather and I have fought thee for-- 
«rowing. And he faid unto them, 
How 1s it that ye ſought me? 
« Wiſt ye not that I muſt be about 
* MY FATHER'S buſineſs? And they 
« underſtood not the ſaying,. which 
* he ſpoke unto. them.” 


If therefore, my explanation of 
theſe words, be deemed as ſatis- 
factory by others, as it is convinc- 
2 2 ing 


ing to me, all the objeQtions of 
Mr. Harmer, Dr. Jubb, and Biſhop 
Lowth, vaniſh at once, and even 
a new reaſon occurs, why their 
fubſtitution of WHEN“ for © Trar, 
can not be admitted. For, that 
| alteration is founded upon the idea, 
that the eating butter and honey 
was ſubſequent to the knowledge of 
good and evil. But the Septuagint, 
whether it is to be taken literally 
or metaphorically, ſays expreſsly, it 
was prior to the child's experience 
of good and evil; and therefore, 
as the learned Biſhop allows, that 
the Septuagint is the BEST AUTHO- 
RITY FOR DEVIATING FROM THE 


HEBREW, 
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HzeBREw, his propoſed alteration is, 
from his own conceſſions, totally 
inadmiſſible. 


This interpretation, likewiſe, if 
adopted, will afford another incon- 
trovertible proof, that the verſe could 
not poſhbly have relation to any 
oNE, but, our SAVIOUR Jesus 
CHrisFT; and it contains ANOTHER 
PROPHECY, in relation to RIM, which 
is ſhown in the Goſpels, to have 
been FULLY ACCOMPLISHED. 


— Convinced as I am, chat ruis is 
the TRUE INTERPRETATION, I ſhall 
not, however, preſs it further upon 
others. Having already ſhown, the 
| bObjections 
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_ objeQtions which ſome have made 
to another, which has been long 
and commonly received, are totally 
groundleſs ;—I ſhall not, by any 
further arguments, attempt to inva- 
lidate it. But, having ſtated both, 
I leave the choice to ion deter- 
mination. 


According to the one, you will 
underſtand the Prophet, as foretelling, 
that the EmManueL would be fed 
with the common food of infants, 
before he knew to refuſe the evil, 
or chooſe the good. —According to 
the other, you will underſtand him, 
as predicting, that the EMMANUEL 
| ſhould be endowed, as we find in 

* 
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ſat he was, with $UPERNATURAL 
wisDoOM and UNDERSTANDING, 
BEFORE he was arrived at that age 
in human life, when the uſual por- 
tions of them are attained, by in- 
ſtruction and application. 


Which foever of the interpretations 
of the former verſe, be adopted, 
it is evident from the context of 
the Prophet, that wHozveR was 
the child intended in that, the ſame 
muſt be meant, in the ſucceeding 
verſe. 


16. For, before THz CHILD 
« ſhall know to refuſe the evil, and 
* to chooſe the good, the land which 

« thou 
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„ thou 'abhorreſt, ſhall be forſaken 
« of both her kings.” 


This is manifeſtly ſaid of sou 
child xETonE ſpoken of; and as 
none but ons has been mentioned 
in the prophecy,—the EMMANUEI, 
or Gob wiru us, — this, likewiſe, 
muſt refer to HI. For, firſt, his 
miraculous birth was the ſubjett 
of the fourteenth verſe. Secondly, 
The circumſtance relative to his in- 
fancy, —of nis, i. e. the Emmanuel's 
eating butter and honey, (whatever be 
it's meaning) before he ſhall know to 
refuſe the evil, and chooſe the good, 
—is the ſubjeQ of the fifteenth verſe. 


Then follows, in the ſixteenth verſe, 
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the mention of another event, which 
was to happen, before THE CHILD'S 
infancy ſhould expire, deſcribed by 
the ſame periphraſis, as in the pre- 
ceding verſes, of not knowing, or 
having experience to reſuſe evil, or 
to chooſe good. And, as if the 
Prophet had endeavoured to prevent 
all doubt, he uſes that very definitive 
article, which, a writer might have 
omitted, without much inaccuracy, 
—when he intended only to aſſert 
ſomething concerning a child, who 
had been twice before mentioned, 
but to inſert which, would have 
been the greateſt inaccuracy, if he 
had not intended, that. SOME ONE 
PARTICULAR child ſhould be EM- 

Aa PHATICALLY 
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PHATICALLY denoted. It follows, 
then, one would think incontro- 
vertibly, that THE Ho, men- 
tioned in the ſixteenth verſe, can 
not conſiſtently with any rule of 
criticiſm, be any other, than nz, 
who is mentioned in both the pre- 
ceding verſes. 


Manifeſt; however, as this is, even 
ſo ſeHf-evident, that one would think; 
the moſt ſuperficial reader can not 
miſtake it, and that I muſt deſerve 
and incur cenfure, for having uſed 
ſo many: words to aſcertain it; 
yet, —many,—ſhall I only ſay ?—no, 
-I muſt ſay,—a L L the commen- 
tators,—notwithſtanding their exten- 

ſive 
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five learning, various ingenuity,” and 
unwearied labours, have invariably 
interpreted this verſe, as ſpeaking 
of a different child from the two 
foregoing verſes. 


What, then, could be the | cauſe 
of ſo univerſal a miſtake ?—Did a 
ſudden blindneſs or infatuation: ſeize 
upon them all, when they ſhould 
have conſidered this particular paſ- 
ſage, who were all of them learned, 
and many of them, at other times, 
exceedingly quick-fighted, and ſaga- 
cious ? This ſuppoſition can not be 
allowed.—But: there is a cauſe, and 
a very obvious one.—One, which 
is ſo continually preſenting itfelf to 

Aa 2 us, 
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zus, whenever ve turn to conſult 
the commentators upon the Scrip- 
tures, that I ſcarcely need to men- 
tion: it. You muſt already gueſs, 
I mean, their being ſo frequently 
miſled by preconceived opinions of 
what is the ſacred writer's deſign ; 
inſtead of accurately weighing his 
own words, and from the combi- 
nation of them, tracing his ideas, 
and penetrating into his intention. | 
That 1uis was the grand cauſe of 
| the miſtake in this caſe, as it may 
be ſhown to have been in number- 
leſs other inſtances, will be evident 
to you beyond a doubt, when you 
recolle&,—that all the commentators 
have likewiſe, as invariably concluded, 
| that 
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chat the event, ſpoken of in the 
latter part of the verſe, relative to 
the land being to be deprived of both 
it's kings, muſt mean, the lings of 
Syria and of Iſrael. 


This prepoſſeſſion, as I have al- 
ready obſerved, was the real ſyurce 
of the other. For, had not this 
error miſled them as commentators ; 
they could not have committed the 
other, as grammarians. But, having 
at firſt unfortunately imbibed that 
prepoſſeſſion, and knowing that this 
event was ſo far from occurring 


between the time of the birth of 


the EMMANUEL, and his being paſt 


the uſual term of infancy, that it 
happened 


% 
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happened in a very ſhort ſpace of 
time, after the prophecy was deliv- 
ered; they, upon this occaſion, as 
well as upon ſome others, out of 
a miſtaken piety, choſe to admit, 
that the Prophet was defetlive in 
grammar and connexion, rather than 
leave' the world to imagine, that 
the prophecy was not fulfilled. But, 
had they ever examined it with a 
more ſcrutinizing eye, they might 
have diſcovered, that there was a 
VERY - DIFFERENT EVENT, from 
that, which they had ſuppoſed, —in 
which, —the prediction was REALLY 
COMPLETED. | | 


But, 
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But, though all the commentators 
agreed in the imagination, that this 
verſe Must relate to a DIFFERENT 
child from the Emmanver, who 
was ſpoken of in the two foregoing 
verſes, as the reference to the time 
between his birth, and the expi- 
ration of his infancy, -would at once 
overturn the whole foundation of 
their hypotheſis, as to the kings 


yet, they varied in their predilection 


for the child, who was to be ſub- 
ſtituted in his place. 


Some therefore ſuppoſed, that the 


child here meant, was (as I have 
before hinted) Shearjaſhub, whom, 
the Prophet was directed by God, 
to 


— 2 — 
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to take with him, when he ſent 

him to deliver the former prophecy 
to Ahaz, and the houſe of David. 
In ſupport of this conjetture, they 
take the liberty, on their own autho- 
rity, without even - pretending to the 
ſmalleſt juſtification from any ma- 
nuſcript whatſoever ; or the leaſt 
countenance from any one, rule of 
criticiſm, to diſplace the proper tranſ- 
lation, — TRR cx1LD,—and to ſubſti- 
tute,—rEHIS child. And as there are 
few men, who, when they have once 
become enamoured of an hypotheſis, 
have not imaginations ſufficiently fer- 
tile, to invent circumſtances ſor the 
ſupply of the want of facts ;—they 
ſuppoſe, that .the Feat, turning 


round, 
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round, and pointing to his ſon, who 


was with him, told the houſe of 


David, —“ before TH1s -cH1LD- ſhall 
« know to refuſe the evil, &c. the 


« land, &c. ſhall be forſaken of both 


« her kings.” 


They ſeem, however, ſoon to have 
been aware, that ſome excuſe muſt 
be found, .in ſome meaſure to pal- 
liate, fo groſs a violation of all the 
canons of criticiſm, notwithſtanding 
the exiſtence of theirs, and every one's 
poche fis of the two kings, depended 
upon it; and therefore they pleaded, 
not in juſtification indeed, for no- 
thing can juſtify ſo unwarrantable a 
liberty; but however, in mitigation 


B b of 
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of it, —that they could not ſee, that 
the Prophet could be ordered to 
take his ſon Shearjaſhub with him, 
for any one uſe or purpoſe, if it 
was not for this. 


But, unfortunately for theſe com- 
mentators, this defence is as unfound- 
ed, as the whole conjecture and 
hypotheſis are groundlelſs. 


For, firſt. As the name of the 
Prophet's fon, was a prophetic name, 
ſignifying, © a remnant ſhall be left,” 
there were but few caſes, in which, 
Shearjaſhub could be an unmeaning 
and uſeleſs attendant upon his father, 
when he went to deliver any pre- 
diction, 
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diction, either of good or evil, which 
was to befal either of the kingdoms 
of Iſrael. For, he himſelf tells us, 
in the next chapter, that he and 
his children, were meant as Signs 
and wonders to them. 


But, kno There was a pe- 
culiar propriety, ſignificance, and 
importance, in the order to the Pro- 
phet, to take his ſon with him, when 
he went to meet Ahaz, and the 
houſe. of David, in the midſt of 
their conſternation, at the news of 
the confederacy, between the kings 
of Syria and of Iſrael; and of their 
approach to beſiege Jeruſalem, to 
ſubdue Judea, to root out the ſtock | 

1 of 
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of David, and to make Tahael, a 
Syrian, —king. For, though the con- 
federate kings, were not to accom- 
pliſh their deſigns, as the Prophet 
was directed to TELL them yet, 
God had intended, that they ſhould 
bring the kingdom very low, as they 
actually did, by the tens of thou- 
ſands of the men of Judah, whom 
they flew, and the hundreds of thou - 
ſands, they carried away captive.— 
What, then, could more fully have 
declared to Ahaz, &c. (would they 
have believed) the Exact STATE 
of the event, then to be brought 
to paſs, than the PRESENCE of 
SHEARJASHUB, in ADDITION to 


the 
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the vERBAL (DECLARATION of the 
Prophet ? | 


Thirdly. From the account I have 
before given, of the different occa- 
fions, upon which, and of the dif- 
ferent times, when the two prophecies 
were delivered; this ſuppoſition is 
at once cut up from the roots, by 
| this circumſtance alone,—that there 
is not the ſlighteſt ground for belief, 
that Shearjaſhub bio accomrany 
his father, at the delivery of the 
LATTER prophecy. But it is on 
the contrary, highly probable, he did 
not. For, his preſence would only 
have perplexed the interpretation of 
the prophecy, as will be eaſily ſeen, 

| when 
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when J come to explain to you it's 


» \ 


true meaning; which, that it has 


remained for ſo many ages undiſ. 


covered, muſt excite in us our higheſt 


wonder, and unſpeakable aſtoniſn- 


ment. 


Fourthly. As 1 have before ob- 
ſerved, the age of Shearjaſhub is 
not known. But, to afford the ſlight- 
eſt ſupport to this ſuppoſition, it 
muſt be proved, that he was THEN 


an infant, only juſt born. Of which 


circumſtance, there is not a ſhadow 
of a proof; but the order to the 
Prophet, to take him with him, — 
rather implies the contrary. + 


Thus 
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Thus utterly indefenſible, is the 
whole of the ſuppoſition, advanced 
by ſome commentators, in relation 
to Shearjaſhub, 


Other interpreters, and ſome of 
them very antient ones, have pro- 
poſed an alteration, - which, at firſt 
appearance, is a leſs ſeeming vio- 
lation of the text; but which is, 
in reality, equally hoſtile to every 
principle of criticiſm.—They would 
read, — A child, —i. e.— AN v child, — 
inſtead of,. —rus cu1L d.—Though 
' ſome of them, notwithſtanding, point 
out the child they mean, to be 
Maher-ſhalal-haſh-baz. 10 


One 
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One commentator has, indeed, had 
even the courage to attempt to per- 
ſuade us, that this alteration in the 
tranſlation, is not totally ungram- 
matical. But, by ſuch aſſertions, in- 
Read of arguments, as muſt always 
excite our concern, when we ſee 
an ingenious man, and one ſo highly 
accompliſhed in - many branches of 
ſcience, —compelled to the humili- 
ating condition, of ſatisfying himſelf 
with any gloſs, to prevent a divorce | 
from a beloved hypotheſis. 


| Firſt. Becauſe our Engliſh tron/- 


lators have left out the article 1, 


before © virgin,” in their verſion, 
therefore, he will omit it before, 
"7 | cc child. 


LECTURE II. 203 


« child." —At the ſame time, indeed, 
he candidly confeſſes, “ that as the 
« retaining the definite article, evi- 
« dently reſtrains the interpretation 
« of this verſe, to the child juſt 
« before ſpoken of, in the fourteenth 
te and fifteenth verſes, he would there- 
fore, here again tranſlate it by 
the indefinite article. This (he 
“ ſays) will leave us at liberty, (and 
« I preſume, we ſhall find very good 
e reaſon for it) to underſtand this 
« verſe of ſome other child.” 


It is indeed much to be regretted, 
| that this writer, (whom I really re- 
ſpect, though, for the ſake of truth, 
I am obliged to oppoſe him) can 

| Cc not 
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not without being at liberty to put 
this verſe to the torture, poſſibly 
make it ſpeak any thing, which would 
ſuit his interpretation, or be con- 
ſiſtent with the common hypotheſis. 
But this neceſſity, I truſt, no one 
will deem a ſufficient reaſon, for 
the adoption of his tranſlation. For, 
the only admiſſible reaſon, which 
can really juſtify either tranſlation, 
muſt ariſe, from the grammatical uſe 
of the ARTLCLE prefixed. That 
the authors of our publick verſion, 
uſed the indefinite one in Engliſh, 
inſtead of the definite, as in the 
original, is evidently no defence. of 


him, were the inſtances in both ex- 


actly parallel, which they are not. 


For, 
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For, | their deviation from abſolute 
accuracy, made no alteration in the 
ſenſe. Whether suE, who, wHilsT 
A VIRGIN, was to conceive, and 
bring forth a Son, is called by the 
emphatic title of © THE viRGin,” 
to diſtinguiſh her from all other 
women; or is called, © 4 vircin,” 
is of no importance in a paſlage, 
where the characteriſtic circumſtances 
are mentioned, which in themſelves 
diſcriminate. her from all others.— 
But, in his own caſe, by his own 
confeſſion, the HAN GE of the AR- 
TICLE makes a TOTAL CHANGE IN 


the SENSE. 


In 


206 LECTURE II. 


In a note, however, he attempts 
to defend the alteration upon other 
principles. — For, he ſays, © Firſt. 
Had the Prophet meant the s Au 
* c Hl, he would probably have 
« exprefled himſelf by the verb alone, - 
„as he did in the former verſe.” 
That he might have done ſo, is 
certain. But, as the other is more 
conformable to his uſual manner, it 
is not probable, that he would. — 
“ Secondly. If he had rejected this 
mode of expreflion, yet ſurely, 
* he would have denoted the ſame 
„child, by the ſame term, in the 
% fourteenth and ſixteenth verſes. 
«. Whereas, the one ſignifies sox, 


« and the other Hip. The change 


« of 


„ 
, 298 
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« of terms ſeems to imply, (he ſays) 
« difference of 'perſons.” 


But, can the critic really mean, 
ſeriouſly to afſert,—that,' becauſe, the 
Prophet, in one / verſe of his pre- 
dition, declares, a virgin ſhalt con- 
ceive, and bear a so.; and in the 
next, indiſputably ſpeaks of the 8ams 
child's knowing good and evil; and 
then, in the following, ſays, before 
rug cit knows good and evil, 
&c.— will (I fay) the critic gravely 
maintain, that the Prophet can not 
mean, by THE Hp“ here ſpoken 
of, the SAME PERSON AS THE SON 
immediately before mentioned. If 
he do, then to be conſiſtent with 

himſelf, 
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bimſelf, he muſt likewiſe, maintain, 
that the chip, whom Herod, ac- 
cording to the eighth verſe of the 
ſecond. chapter of St. Matthew, ſent 
the Magi to Bethlehem to ſearch 
for, could not poſſibly be Ixus, 


or the EMu MANUEL. For Jeſus in 


the twenty - third and twenty- fifth ver- 
ſes of the firſt chapter, had been 
called, A sox, and THE $0N,—and 
therefore, to apply the commentator's 
ovn argument to this caſe ;—© had 
« the Evangeliſt. meant the ſame 
© child, he would have denoted him 
« by the ſame term.—The change 
« of terms ſeems to imply a differ- 
« ence of | perſons.” To . preſerve 
this conſiſtency, of interpretation, the 

commentator = 
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commentator will have no other diffi- 
culty to encounter, than the flight 
one, of ſhowing who was TE CHILD 
there ſpoken of, if Jeſus was not; 
and of accounting from other prin- 
ciples, for the viſions to Joſeph, 
the flight into Egypt, and their re- 
turn. If however, he prefer his 
eaſe, to this mode of preſerving his 
conſiſtency, and will allow, that 1E 
calLD, ſpoken of by the Evan- 
GELIST, -MUST MEAN, the Son be- 
fore ſpoken of ;—then, it is evident, 
that all the grammatical reaſons he 
had adduced, to prove, that pix- 
FERENT Children muſt be meant by 
the PRoPHET, © vaniſh like the 
* baſeleſs fabric of a viſion.” He 

muſt 
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, muſt, however then confeſs, that he 


has not found a coop REASON“ 
for his alteration, (as he expected) 
but that he is abſolutely obliged to 
RETAIN the DEFINITE article, which 
{as he allows) © evidently RESTRAINS 
« the interpretation of the verſe to 
„ THz chip juſt ſpoken of, in the 
« fourteenth and fifteenth verſes of 
* the ſame prophecy. 


Having now ſo fully, and upon 
a leſs important ſubjea, I ſhould 
think, ſo prolixly refuted, all the 
arguments ever urged for the ſup- 
poſition, that the child, mentioned 
in the former clauſe of the ſixteenth 
verſe, is a different child, from that 

predicted 
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predicted in the preceding verſes; 
and having clearly ſhown, that ſuch 
a ſuppoſition intirely revolts againſt 
every principle of grammatical con- 
ſtruftion, and of common ſenſe, 1 
truſt, 1 may now aſſume it as a 
poſtulatum, which can not be diſ- 
puted, THAT THE SAME CHILD, 
THE EMMANUEL, WHO IS MEN- 
TIONED BY NAME, IN ONE, Is 
MEANT IN ALL. | 


The concluſions, therefore, to be 
deduced from this poſtulatum, are 
not only as evident, but as irre- 
fragable too, as any demonſtration 
in Euclid. 


D d She Firſt. 
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Firſt. That as THE CHILD, was 
not one, which was born near the 
time of the delivery of the predic- 
tion; and as both the then kings of 
Syria and of Iſrael, were ſlain, about 
two years after the birth of this 
child was foretold,—the latter clauſe 
of the verſe, cannot poſſibly relate 
to THOSE KINGs forſaking any land, 
between the birth of this child, and 
his arriving at the uſual age of 
learning to refuſe evil, and to chooſe 
good. Conſequently, — that as TH1s, 
IS THE UNIFORM INTERPRE- 
TATION of ALL PRECEDING 
COMMENTATOR s,—they are ALL, 
THEREFORE, INVOLVED IN ONE 
COMMON ERROR. : Sh 


Secondly. 


[ 
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Secondly; That, as the prediction 
in the fifteenth verſe, was, as we 
learn from the relations of the BIA 
of IEsus, by two Evangeliſts, li- 
terally, and fully completed in him, 
and no one even pretends, that it 
was ever LITERALLY, and FULLY 
completed in any other it follows, 
that the latter clauſe, muſt have 
reference to SOME LAND, which 
had once TWO KINGS, i. e. two 
kingdoms and governments, (for ſo 
the expreſſion frequently means in 
Scripture, where Cæſar is ſpoken of 
as a king, and Rome as a kingdom) 
of which, though one might remain 
dll the birth of the Emmanuel, yet, 
BOTH Were AT. AN END, BETWEEN 

D d 2 the 
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the TIME of ulis BIikTH, and ns 
ARRIVAL AT THE USUAL AGE OF 
DISCRETION, or knowledge of good 
and evil; and that if I can point 
out such @ LAND, then, I ſhall 
INCONTROVERTIBLY have ſhown,— 
that the wHOLE PROPHECY, WAS 
COMPLETED, and ONLY COMPLETED 
IN OUR SAVIOUR, 


But, before I proceed to point 
out what was the PARTICULAR 
EVENT predicted, and conſequently, 

| how the prophecy was accompliſhed ; 
- I muſt take notice of an error in 
the tranſlation, of the latter clauſe 
in the ſixteenth verſe, which, it is 
wy 5 none of the other 


commentator 8 


\ 


LECTURE It. #1 


* commentators ſhould have obſerved. 
and corretted, as it is equally in- 
congruous with their interpretation 
as mine. The removal of which 
error, will at the ſame time, furniſh 
me with other rRoors, that, the 
KINGS of SYRIA and of ISRAEL, 
could Nor be THE kIN ds here 
meant, INDEPENDENT, even of the 
DEMON $TRATION, above deduced. 
For where, F muſt aſk, was 
THE LAND, Which the houſe of 
Judah AB HORRED, which was to be 
forſaken of Born HER KINOS? 


Rezin and Pekah, were not joint 
kings, THEY did not reign in coM- 
f a MON 
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MON. OVER ANY ONE DISTRICT; 
nor did they then reign over ir- 
' FERENT PARTS of THE SAME 
COUNTRY. 2 I 


Should any one contend, THEY 
bib, —becauſe, the king of Syria, 
had ſometimes made inroads into 
the land of Iſrael, and even ſome: 
times ſubdued, and for a ſhort time, 
retained ſome of it's towns and ter- 
ritories ;—yet, we find, from the 
2 Kings, xiii. 25. © That Jehoaſh, 
« the ſon of Jchoahaz, took again 
« gut of the hands of Benhadad, 
the ſon of Hazael, the cities which 
* he had taken out of the hand of 
66 Jehoakaz, his father, by war ;— 

f three 


44,9 
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* three times did Joaſh beat him, 
« and he recovered the cities of 
« [{rael.” That Pekah likewiſe was, 
at the time of the delivery of the 
prophecy, in full poſſeſſion of the 
land of Iſrael, is evident from hence; 
that, ſubſequent to that time, when 
Ahaz had entered into a league 
with Tiglath Pileſer, king of Assv- 
81a, © he took from the kix G of 
© ISRAEL, all thoſe towns and terri- 
« tories, ſubjea to- Iſrael, which lay 
* moſt contiguous to the land of 
“Syria, and had formerly, therefore, 
* been the conqueſts of the king 
* of that country.” For, we are 
told, 2 Kings, xv. 29. © In the days 
N Pekah, ing of Iſrael, came 

« Tiglath 
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7 22 Pileſer, king of Aſſyria, 
and took Ijon, and Abel-beth- 
. * maachah, and Icnoah, and Kedeſh, 
% and Hazor, and Gilead, and Ga- 


* lilee, and all the land of Naphtali, 
and carried them captive to * 
cc ria.” | | 

Hence, then it follows, that the 
xIN GS of  Syrra and of ISRAEL, 
COULD NOT BE THE KINGS, meant 
in the latter clauſe of the verſe, 
EVEN INDEPENDENT of THE 
ARGUMENT, | by which, I ave be- 
fore DEMONSTRATED IT. 


But, even if we were to grant, 
that Rezin and Pekah were both 
g of 
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of them kings of different diſtricts 
in the land of Iſrael, yet, how could 
this be called a land, which the men 
of Judah at that time aByoRRED ? 
This ſuppoſition, confounds all chro- 
nology. For, notwithſtanding all the 
wars and contentions, between the 
kings of Judah and of Iſrael, Judah 
could not be ſaid, to hate Irael, 
and their land. It was not, till 

after Eſarhaddon's tranſportation of A 
the Iſraelites, which remained after. 
the former conqueſt by Salmanaſer, 
into other countries, and his tranſ- 
planting the Cuthites, &c. into Sa- 
maria ;—that the implacable animoſity 
began, between the © Jews and the 
Samaritans, and continued fo violent 
Ee to 
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to the time of our Saviour. Before 
that time, they ſeem always to have 
- conſidered themſelves, as ONE PRO. 
PLE, under different governments. 
And, whatever reſentment, the de- 
fection of the Iſraelites from the 
one Gop, might ſometimes excite 
in che zealous breaſts of ſome of the 
kings of Judah,—yet, this could be no 
foundation for impious Ahaz, and 
the houſe of David's abhorrence 
of them, during his reign ; but, 
was a. circumſtance, which was more 
likely to have conciliated them with 
each other, on account of the uni- 
formity of their opinions, and prac- 
tices. In general, as I have before 
obſerved, they conſidered them, as 


One 
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one people with themſelves, and 
wiſhed them to come up to Jeru- 
ſalem, to worſhip with them, as they 
had done formerly, and did again 
in the next reign, when Hezekiah 
reſtored the worſhip of the true 
God. | 52551 


And as to the land, or territory, 
inhabited by the Iſraelites, —ſo far 
were the men of Judah from hav- 
ing any reaſon to As HOR 1T,—that 
it was part of the land of Canaan, 
—of Paleſtine, —the land of Promiſe, 
the land, which had been ſo often 
promiſed to their fathers, —the Hoc 
Land, the Lord's Land,—the Land, 
which, God called peculiarly nis own, 

| E e 2 — 
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—ſo much ſo,—that ux is ſaid, only 
to have LENT it to the Ifraclites 
to ſojourn in.f—This was a land; 
therefore, which they were ſo far 
from ABHoRRING, that they E- 
VERED, or REVERENCED it. And 
ſo indeed, the word MiGHT, and 
OUGHT to have been tranſlated..— 
It is ſo tranſlated in ſome places 
of Scripture:— Levititus, xix. g0.— 
xxvi. 2. — Pſalms, Ixxxix. 7. —cxi. 
9.—Ephefians, v. 33. — and ought 
to have been in numberleſs other 
paſſages of the Old, and in ſome 
of the New Teſtament. 

The 


-+ See the Books of the Old Teſlament, paſſim, 


* og. 
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The alteration, then, I have made 
in the tranſlation, neceſſarily gives 
occafion to two general obſervations, 
which may open a new and rich 
vein of criticiſm to future commen- 
tators. —— 


Firſt. That all the terms in the 
Scripture, and the obſervation might 
be extended to all very antient writ- 
ings in general, uſed to expreſs 
the emotions of the mind, are for 
the moſt part, much more vague, 
than they which are employed, upon 
the ſame occaſion, by modern writers. 
The former, are frequently GEN E/ 
RAL TERMS only; and the latter, 
are for the moſt part, SPECIFIC.— 

This 
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This is a poſition, ſo well founded, 
that I. aſſume it as a principle, and 
leave it to others, who have either 


read more than myſelf, or are more 


| fond of an oſtentatious diſplay. of 
what they have read, to make an 
elaborate induction of the particulars. 
And thus it happens, that the word, 
which is in this place, erroneouſly 
tranſlated ABHñHOR, denotes any de- 
termination, or any mode of affec- 
tion, (and even indeed, an act con- 

ſequent of the affection) which has 
any connection with FEAR, and 
therefore, properly ſignifies here, as 
in other 'places,—REVERENCE. . 


Secondl . 
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Secondly. | Whoever conſiders lan- 
guage, more as connected with the 
principles of the human mind, than 
as derived merely. from cuſtom and 
uſe, cannot be at a loſs to diſcover, 
why, a term $TRICTLY and SPECI- 
FICALLY ſignificant of FEAR, {ſhould 
amongſt the HEBREWS be uſed, to 
denote an AFFECTION, which had 
Gop, or any PERSONS and THINGS 
APPROPRIATED tO HIM for 1T's 
OBJECT. For, on account of the 
prevalence - of idolatry in all the 
ſurrounding nations, — and. of the 
Iſraelites own proneneſs to the ſame 
ſuperſtitions, — and by reaſon of their 
own ſtubborn and obdurate hearts, 


upon which, 'works of mercy and 
kindneſs 


226 LECTURE 1. 


kindneſs had no effect, it was ne- 
ceſſary, that God ſhould often ap- 
pear to them, as an ANGRY BEING, 
denouncing threats and puniſhments 
againſt them; in order to retain 
them at all, in obedience to his 
commands, and in an adherence to 
h1s worſhip, | 


The whole of the ſixteenth verſe, 
then, according to the Septuagint, 
may be thus rendered.—* Becauſe, 
« that before he knows by experience 
« good or evil, the child rejefts wick - 
“ edneſs to chooſe the good, therefore, 
&« the land which thou REVEREST, 
« ſhall be deprived of BOTH her kings, 


« or governments.” Or, thus, “ he 


« land © 
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* land which thou EVEREST, Mall 
«* be EVEN deprived of BOTH fer 
« kings.” —But, WHAT THAT LAND 
was, nobody now can find any 
difficulty in diſcovering to be the 
Land of Promiſe, or wnouz Land 
of Iſrael. Nor is the diſcovery of 
the object of the prophecy,—now 
the moſt material obſtacles are le- 
velled, and the paths made ſo ſtraight, 
—much more difficult of -acceſs.— 
For, it is palpably evident, it muſt _ 
conſiſt in the extirpation of the g o- 
VERNMENT of the Mtn of Jupan 
in THAT LAND, as the deſtruftion 
of the kingdom of Ephraim, had 
been before accompliſhed. 


Ft Admitting, 
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Admitting, however, the propriety 
of this tranſlation, (as I am willing to 
obviate every poſſible objection to my 
interpretation) we may ſuppoſe ſome 
till to maintain, that the latter clauſe 
of the verſe may even now be ap- 
plied to the x1ncs of Syr1a and 
of IsRAEL, as it removes the ob- 
jection, which I juſt now made, to 
the ſuppoſing them to be jorwr 
KINGS over any land; but that a 
re interpretation now ſuggeſts 1t- 
ſelf, that it may mean only,—that 
the land of Judea, which the men 
of Judah (even a Vortiori) revered, 
as the part, and the moſt ſacred 
part of the Land of Promiſe, ſhould 

| be 
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be left, or forſaken of zoTu TnOSE 


KINGS. N 0 


But, firſt. It muſt be remembered, 
that 1s I have pROVE D, —and I have 
not a doubt that any one will deny 
it, that the fixteenth verſe relates 
to the, s AME child, ſpoken of in 
the thirteenth and fourteenth verſes, 
THEN, I have at the SAME TIME 
DEMONSTRATED, that the LATTER 
clauſe- of this verſe, can NOT RR“ 
LATE TO THOSE KINGS. 


Secondly. If the foregoing ar- 
gument did not render this new ſup- 


poſition totally - inadmiſſible, and we 
were even for once to admit an 
F f 2 impoſſi- 
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impoſſibility, i. e. that wo ir- 
FERENT CHILDREN ARE MEN. 
-* TIONED,—yet, to what end or pur- 
poſe, was ſuch a prediQtion given ? 
The Prophet, had before declared, 
that the confederated kings ſhould 
not ſubdue Judea, nor take Jeru- 
ſalem.—Nay, he had even before 
predicted, the ſpeedy extinttion of 
thoſe kings, by deſcribing them as 
fire-brands, nearly extinguiſhed, and 
which then retained more ſmoke-than 
fire. He had likewiſe aſſured the 
houſe of David, that in ſixty-five 
years, the government of Ephraim, 
as a ſeparate people, ſhould expire; 
nor ſhould that of Judah, continue, 
if they would perſiſt in their diſ- 

belief, 
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belief, which was, as it were, re- 
bellion againſt God. To what end, 
then, did he again repeat only the 
sau E prediction, which was not be- 
fore believed, without giving any 
more a ſign of it's truth, than upon 
the former occaſion ? _ ; 


Thirdly. This | interpretation, 8 
liable to all the objections, which 
I have: before ſo fully ſtated, and 
by which I have ſo intirely deſtroyed 
all the other interpretations, that J 
ſhall not now repeat them But, as 
there is another objection, which I 
have not before mentioned, which 
equally affects this, as well as ſome 


of the other hypotheſes, I ſhall here 
"a | Rate 
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=a Hate it.— It is this.— That they who 


adopt the ſuppoſition of A cx1LD's, 
- whether any II Hs, or Shear- 
jaſhub's, or Maher-ſhalal-haſh-baz's 
not knowing to refuſe evil, or chooſe 
good, — as a $16n of the latter 
event ;—whether they conſidered this 
likewiſe, as denoting the death of 
the KINOS of ISRAEL and of SYAIA; 
—or whether only in general, that 
the land of judea ſhall be delivered 
from thoſe kings, (according to a 
new interpretation, I juſt now ſup- 
poſed might be ſtarted, though: it 
never was)—or whether, according 
to Biſhop Lowth, (though he gives 
us no argument, in juſtification of 
his vaſt deviation from the common 

tranſlation, 


' 
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tranſlation, -and the ſenſe of the 
Septuagint) © that the land/ſhall be- 
« come deſolate, by thoſe two kings, 
« by whom thou art diſtreſſed.” — 
All theſe, 1 ſay, adopt a common, 
ordinary, probable event, as a s16N 
of another event of the ſame kind, 
of which it cannot eoss1BLy be a 
$16N, becauſe the one, was NoT 
to PRECEDE the other, but both 
were to be CON TEMPORARY; And 
conſequently, therefore, the predic- 
tion of that, which is termed the 
SIGN, is NO ASSURANCE, or con- 
r1RMATION of the other. 


Fourthly. I have before proved, 
that there is the GREATEST DE- 
| -GRER 


nE of 'yroOBAB1UMTY, that this 
prediQtion; was not made, till KT TEA 
che K1NGS 2 xa and of Inas, 
HAD RETURNED FROM JA — 

and therefore, "THis coUuLD Nor 
POSSIBLY BEB, ru EVENT HERE 
PREDICTED. 


Having now, fully prepared the 
way for the true interpretation of this 
much agitated, and moſt important 
prophery; by the n#rv34rion of 
the PRINCEPLES, upon which, the at- 
pempts of ALL, FORMER COMMEN- 
TATORS were built, —and- more par- 
ticularly, of that 1 PRIME and rux- 
DAMENTAL one,—that it had x- 
FERENCE to the +. Or ISRAEL 
and 
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and OF ,Sy.R1A. Hand having, more 
than once, given ſome, glimpſe of 
the event,,-which. it really does pre- 
dict. —I apprehend no obſtacle now 
remains, to prevent your reception 
of it, —or, that rather, you inuſt al- 
ready have anticipated me, in the 
proper e of. it. 
Lou can at how nen that 
the former prediction foretold the 
diſappointment of the expeRation/of 
the confederated kings, —the decla- 
ration of the extipQion. of the ſe: 
parate government of Ephraim, —and 
the denunciation to Judah, that if 
they continued to reje& the belief 
and worſhip of the true God, THEIR 
Gg CIVIL 
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ct polity, or common - wealth 
ſhould alſo ceaſe. But God, willing 
to afford to Ahaz, every poſſible 
means of converſion, ſends the Prophet 
Ifaiah to him again, to aſſure him, that 
whatever ſign of God's power and 
protection he ſhould aſk, however im- 
poſſible it might appear unto men 
to effect, or incredible to them, 
when effected, yet it ſhould notwith- 
ſtanding, be vouchſafed unto him. 
This infinitely gracious meſſage and 
offer, the -impious Ahaz, -having his 
heart [hardened by obſtinacy, and 
devoted to idolatry, anſwered with 
blaſphemy, and rejected with diſ. 
dain.— The Prophet then giving him, 

and the houſe of David to under- 
| OO 4+ : | Bok d, 
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ſtand, that nothing could be more 
abſurd, than that they, who were 
ſcarcely able to contend with mor- 
tal enemies, ſhould make an enemy 
of their God, — ſhows them, that 
| ſuch infidelity and rebellion, would 
be the final ruin of their houſe and 
government. For, that the Lord 
himſelf, as his offers of mercy had 
been rejected, would give them him- 
felf a. ſign of his power, in their 
deſtruction. Lo!” (ſays the Pro- 
phet, uſing a mode of addreſs, which 
rouſes the attention, and at the ſame 
time denotes the ERTAINTx of the 
EVENT, HOWEVER DISTANT THE 
TIME) * the virgin ſhall conceive, 
and bring forth a ſon, whoſe name 

G g 2 ä 
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% ſhall be EMMANUEL, or GO 
« wiTH vs ;—he ſhall be endowed 
« with ſuper-natural wiſdom and per- 
« ſuaſion, before the time, in which; 
children produced in the ordinary 
„ courſe of nature, arrive to years 
« of diſcretion ; and becauſe he will 
« reje&t evil, and chooſe good, there- 
fore, between the time of his birth, 
« and the age in which children 
* uſually acquire this knowledge, — 
“(Ephraim having long before ceaſ- 
„ ed to have a ſeparate government) 
12 THE INHABITANTS OF JupzA, 
* SHALL LIKEWISE be deprived of 
© THEIR KINGDOM, GOVERNMENT, 
and Dominion.” Ie then pro- 
ceeds, as is related in the remainder 
of 
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of the chapter, to tell them, that 
worſe calamities ſhall befal Ahaz, 
and even the houſe of David, in 
the intermediate, time, than any evils 
they had ſuſtained fince Ephraim 
and Judah were ſeparate kingdoms.* 


Do 


* The learned Mr. Blany, who interprets the 
prophecy. upon the univerſal principle of the ge- 
neral hypotheſis,----1, e,----as a prediction of good 
to Ahaz, and the houſe of David, lays great ſtreſs 
upon the article, by which the remainder of the 
chapter, which is certainly denunciatory of evil to 
them, is connected with the prophecy, ** In our 
* verſion, indeed, (he ſays) which is made from 
the preſent Hebrew text, we ſee not the con- 
„ nexion ſo ſtrongly marked, as in the SS VHN Tr, 
« which was made, in all probability, after a more 
perfect original. There we find the adverſative 


+ particle, BUT, prefixed to the ſeventeenth verſe.” 
; I 
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Do ol then, now aſk, how hif. 
tory evinces, that this prediction was 


| I am as ready to admit the authority of 4he Sep- 
tuagint, as Mr, Blany can be. For, without ſup- 
poſing, that the manuſcript, from which that verſion 
was made, was more correct than any later one, 
no perſon, I apprehend, will deem it an unjuſti- 
fable aſſumption, to ſuppoſe, that thoſe tranſlators 
might underſtand their own language better, than 
any learned modern. But in this caſe, I muſt confeſs, 
that though I join ifſue with the learned writer 
in admitting the authority of the Seventy, I 
can not ſee, how it ſupports kis bypotheſis. Be- 
cauſe, the particle æM, is not only an adverſative 
particle, as he calls it, but is. likewiſe uſed to in- 
troduce any thing, which is additional to what was 
before ſaid, aud may be tranſlated, therefore, by 
the Engliſh particles, MOREOVER, or YEA, 28 
well as ' BUT. And as either of the two former 
would deſtroy his hypotheſis, this Greek particle 
can never be admitted, as n r or even 
prop of it, | 
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fulfilled in the event ? Attend to 
it's records, and, when you have 
properly conſidered them, you will 
find, that there is no prophecy, 
MORE PLAINLY,MORE CLEARLY, 
—MORE DISTINCTLY,—-NOF MORE 
EXACTLY FULFILLED. 


The various revolutions in the 
Jewiſh ſtate, the frequent captivities 
and conqueſts, to which they were 
at different times ſubject, might in- 
deed have afforded ſome colourable 
pretences, for a diſpute upon the 
completion of this prediction; had 
not many of them, been long ſince 
effectually removed, in order to clear 
the way, for the interpretation' of 

another 
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another prophecy : — « The Sceptre 


hall not depart from _ Fudah, till 
© Shiloh come. 3 


Take then, an anſwer to theſe 
objections, ſo far as it goes, in the 
vVvords of that moſt ſagacious, and 
therefore, moſt original interpreter 
of the ſacred Scriptures— Josh 
Mrz. A writer, whom I ſhall 
always be glad to quote when 1 
can, and to whom, whenever I do 
quote him, I can not forbear to pay 
ſome encomium. I give no addi- 
tions to his name, becauſe, the higheſt 
titles could have made no addition 

to: his real honour. 
He 
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He ſays, in the chirty- fourth page 
of his invaluable works. 


« We and the antient Jews agree 
“about the aim and purport of this 
« Scripture. But, we Chriſtians be- 
e lieve further, that it is long ſince 
e fulfilled ; howſoever, for the vzrxy 
« poinT of TIME, when this ſceptre 
« departed from Judah, we -vary 
„in our opinions.——Some- will have 
e it to have been, when Pompey 
« firſt- brought the Jewiſh ſtate un- 
e der the Roman ſubjettion. Others, 
« a little after, when Herod, an 
* Idumzan ſtranger, yet formerly 
incorporated into the Jewiſh ſtate 
* and blood, was by the Romans, 

H h « inveſted 
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cc 
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cc 
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inveſted to be their king, and the 


Haſmonzan, or Maccabæan race, 
(which till then had borne the 
chief rule) was by him extin- 
guifhed. Others, not till the de- 
ſtruction and final diſſolution of 
the Jewiſh ſtate by Titus. 


© Theſe are principal moments of 
time to be pitched upon. But 
againſt the firſt, the ſubjecting of 


the Jewiſh tate to the Romans, 
is objected. Firſt, that it antici- 


pates the time of Chriſt's birth 
too much, being ſixty years before 
Secondly, that it might as well 


1 bs affirmed, that the ſceptre de- 


cc 


pared from err when Nebu- 


the chadnezzar 


- _ 


c«c 


LECTURE II. 448 


chadnezzar carried them captive 


* to Babylon; or when they were 


« ſabje& to the - Perſian and Greek 


10 


cc 


monarchies, as when they were 
made ſubje& to the Romans. 


« Againſt the ſecond, of Hmot 


* lies the fame exception that did 
« againſt the former, that it was too 


ILY 


© early, being thirty years and more 


10 


before the birth of Chriſt; and 


* more than twice as much before 


c«c 


«c 


« 


« 


10 


his paſſion and aſcenſion, at which 
time he began his kingdom. Se- 
condly, that under the reign of 
Herod, the ſceptre of Judah might 
ſeem rather to be ADVANCED 
than DEPARTED, foraſmuch as 

| Hhe e they 
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« they bad then a king of their 
% own, reigning over them; and, 
though not of Jewiſh original, yet 
A proſelyte, and ſo one of their 
« own body.“ And if the ſceptre 
* were departed from Judah, becauſe 
« not one of their own. tribe, had 

« the ſovereign rule over them ;— 
<« why was it not departed all the 
© time the Haſmonæan, or Macca- 
* bean families, who were Levites, 
* reigned ? No man would ſay, that 
© the mn were departed from 
9 * 


2M Let i it be remembered, likewiſe, that though 


Ephraim had long before loſt it's ſeparate kingdom, 
it was united ,with Judah under Herod's govern- 


ment, 


\ 
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„Poland; though the Polanders 
« ſhould chooſe a Swede, a Ger- 
« man, or a Frenchman, for their 
 « king :—So, neither from Judah, 
though a Levite, or Idumæan pro- 
% ſelyte, were their prince. 


« Againſt the laſt point of time, 
the diſſolution of the Jewiſh ſtate 
« by Titus, is excepted, that it is 
« as much too long, after. either the 
* nativity or paſſion of - Chriſt, as 
* the other two were before it. 
e to wit, —ſeventy years after the one, 
and near forty after the other.“ 


He then proceeds to ſhow, what 
is the meaning of the word Sceptre, 
&c. 
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„xe. in that prophecy. From which, 

he himſelf. draws the following con- 
cluſion.—“ The meaning, therefore, 
is not, thats Judah ſhould never 


00 


cc 


ceaſe from having a king, or being 
a kingdom-; but, that it ſhould 
not ceaſe from being a ſtate, a 


body politick, or common - wealth, 
having a rowzx of covern- 


MENT and' JURISDICTION WITH- 
IN ITSELF, UNTIL MESSIAH 


« CAME :—For it is certain, that 


Judah was ſo far from being a 


continued kingdom until Meſſiah 


ſnould come, that there was no 
king, or royalty in that tribe, for 


more than two-thirds of that time, 


namely, not till David, nor after 
| * Zedekiah, 
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* Zedekiah, ſaving that of the Mac- 
„ cabees, (who were Levites) and 
« of Herod, (by original, an Edo- 
« mite) which both put together, 

vill not make eighty years; yet, 
« were they never vithout ſome 
© RULER Or | RULERS of THEIR 
„ OWN, ALL THAT TIME.” 


From © theſe quotations, then, 1 
think,” in the opinion of this excel- 
lent writer, it follows as clearly, as 
in any reductio ad abſurdum in Eu- 

clid, — that as the departure of the 
ſceptre from judah, vas, neither, 
before the time of Herod, nor /o 
foon as has time, nor yet, ſo late as 
Titus's,—that it muſt have happened, 


ſome F 
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\ ſome time BETWEEN the reign of 
Herod, and the deſtruction of _ 
| — by Titus. | 


But, ati the apparent 
evidence of this deduQion, and the 
ſeeming proof, that I might there- 
fore claim this writer's authority, in 
ſome meaſure, in ſupport of my in- 
terpretation; yet, I muſt have the 
mortification of telling you, that, if 
it operates at all in this caſe, it 
militates againſt me. I have, how- 
ever the conſolation of thinking, 
that it does ſo only, when the great 
Mede is inconſiſtent with himſelf, 
and ſtands forth in array, in oppo- 
ſition to the truth. 


For, 
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For, he afterwards alters the con- 
{truttion of the latter clauſe of the 
prophecy, in the Engliſh tranſlation,” 
by uniting it to. the former, and 
renders it thus :—© The ſceptre ſhall 
not depart from Judah, &c. 'till 
« Shiloh come and the gathering of 
« the people be to him.” And then 
makes the following obſervation. 


„And now methinks, your thoughts 
« might almoſt prevent me, in de- 
« {igning the time when this predic- 


tion was fulfilled. Namely, neither 


« when the Jews came firſt under 
« the Roman ſubjeQtion, for then 
Shiloh was not yet come ; nor 
« under Herod, or, (as ſome will) 

11 « ſeven 
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= 
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ſeven years after him, when ts 
SON ARCHELAUS BEING BA 


* NISHED, JUDEA WAS REDUCED 


INTO A PROVINCE ;. for, though 
CühRISsT WAS THEN BORN, to 
wit, IN THE END or HERoD's 
REIGN, yet, were not the nations 
or Gentiles vET GATHERED UN- 
ro HIM. But, at the deſtruction 
of the Jewiſh ſtate by Titus, when 


% BOTH THOSE THINGS WERE 
«COME TO PASs, (Chriſt being 


come, and the Gentiles converted 
unto his obedience) then did the 
ſceptre depart from Judah, and 


they ceaſe from being any more 


a common-wealth.“ 
The 
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The time here aſſigned for the 
completion” of the prophecy, is, cer- 
tainly the proper one, according to 
Mede's manner of rendering the lat- 
ter clauſe. But, to ſay nothing of 
the force, put upon the words,” to 
form this conſtruction, which, Le 
Clere and others have obſerved, it 
is evident, that his reaſon for fixing 
upon the time of Titus, as the æra, 
of the departure of the ſceptre from 
Judah, and his rejecting that of 
Archelaus, is ſolely founded upon 
THAT conſtruction. For it evidently 
was not, becauſe he could Nor. 
fix the departure of the ſceptre to 
any other time. But, becauſe, that 
when conſidered as inſeparably connected 


I 1 2 in 


- 
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in point of time, with the gathering 
of the people to Shiloh, he thought 
it could be only, at the deſtruQtion 
of Jeruſalem. 


Notwithſtanding therefore, the very 
| Uncere and profound reſpett, I feel 
for this writer's memory, of which, 
I have already. given ſome proof, | 
in the warmth with which 1 have 
fpoken of him; yet having, very 
early in life, adopted two maxims, 
from which, I think I may fay, I 
never knowingly deviated ;—the one, 
Nullius addiQus jurare in verba ma- 
giſtri, — the other, — Amicus Plato, 
amicus Socrates, ſed magis amica 
veritas I muſt take the liberty of 

differing 
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differing from him, in reſpett both 


to his interpretation, and the con- 
cluſion he draws from it. For, 1 


muſt confeſs, the explanation of this 
prophecy, by another moſt excellent 


interpreter of Scripture, BIS HO 
SHERLOCK, appears to me to be 
the true one; notwithſtanding the 


very ſhrewd objettions, (for, what 


objection is there of his, which is 


not ſhrewd?) made to it by e 


Warburton. | 


Dr. Sherlock conſiders the word 
_ tranſlated. ſceptre, to mean a ſtaff, 


Which was the ENSICN of a TRIBE, 
vor the enſign of SOVEREIGNTY. 


His explanation, therefore, perfectly 
| | agrees 


9 
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agrees with the time, at which Mede 
ſuppoſes the prophecy was completed, 
thongh their ſovereignty or govern- 
ment ceaſed before, and is likewiſe 
confiſtent with any verſion, which 


can be given to the latter end of 


the verſe. But I muſt likewiſe con- 
feſs, that Mede's interpretation is 
ſtill more inconfiſtent with his own 


conceſſions, than I have yet ſhown 


it to be. For, if the ſceptre was 
not to depart from Judah, not only 
till Shiloh came, but, till likewiſe 
the gathering of the people was 10 


Fim, both which events did not take 


place, till the deſtruttion of Jeru- 
ſalem; I ſee not how this can be 
reconciled with his explanation, that 

the 


= 
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the. departure of the ſceptre from 
Judah, meant, it's ceaſing to be a 
* ſtate, a body politick, or common- 
« wealth, having a. yowER of Go- 
« VERNMENT, and JURISDICTION 
„ WITHIN ITSELF, AND A RULER. 
« OF IT'S OWN. All which, cer- 
tainly, agreeably to has own conce/- 
ions, happened, not only long before 
Titus, but even during the infancy 
of JEsus, or the EMMaAaNuEL.* 

For, 


* He juſtly indeed obſerves, that Pompey's con- 
queſts of the Jewiſh ſtate, and ſubjection of it to 
the Romans, cauſed the ſceptre no more to depart 
from Judah, than when they were ſubjefted to 
Nebuchadnezzar, or to the Perſian, or Grecian 
monarchies. For there is undoubtedly a wide dif- 
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For, he himſelf allows, that upon 
the baniſhment of Archelaus, Judea 
did become a RoMan PROVINCE, 
and conſequently, EASED TO HAVE 
A JURISDICTION WITHIN ITSELF, 
and A RULER OF IT'S OWN. 


That Tis was the time, when 
Judah loſt it's independence, king- 
dom, and government, is evident, 

likewiſe, 


ference, between ſubjecting a country, ſo as only 
to make it dependent on, and. even tributary to 
another; and by making it a province of an em- 
pire, diveſting it of it's conſtitution and ſelf-govern- 
ment. The former only, was the caſe of Judea, 
on it's ſubjeftion by Pompey; but, the latter 
happened in the time of Archelaus. 
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likewiſe, from the New Teſtament. 
For, we find the | Jews themſelves 
declaring, that any one, who claims 
to be king over them; is an enemy 
to Cæſar, and that they acknowledge 
no other king but him. It is evi- 
dent, indeed, even from the very 
text, the acute Biſhop Sherlock ad- 
| duces, to prove the contrary. For, 

when Pilate: bade the Jews to take 
Jeſus, and judge him according to 
their law; they reminded him, that 
it was not lawful for them to put 
any one to death. | 


Leſt any of you ſhould retain a 
doubt, whether the government de- 
parted from Judah, or that Bor 

RE the 
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the kings or rulers of Iſrael had, at 
the time I mention, forſaken the 
land of Iſrael, in full completion of | 
this illuſtrious prophecy of Iſaiah, 
according to my explanation; take 
likewiſe the opinion of the learned, 
laborious, and in general, accurate 
Dean Prideaux, in his hiſtory of the 
Connection of the Old and New Teſta- 

ment. For, this being a matter of 
fact, rather than of reaſoning, the 


authority of writers has in this caſe 


much weight, though on the ſubjects 
of reaſoning, it is not the repu- 
tation of an author, but the weight 
of his arguments alone, which is 
the proper teſt. 


After | 
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After having irrefragably ſhown, 
the conſiſtency - between the two firſt 
verſes of the ſecond chapter of St. 
| Luke, relative to the Roman Cen- 
ſus, the Dean ſays, 

« The ſum. therefore is, the ſcep- 
« tre and the law-giver remained 
« among the Jews, till both began 
«* to be taken from them by the 
% Romans, on their reducing Judea 
* into the form of a Roman pro- 
« vince; and then Chriſt, the Shi- 
4 loh promiſed, began his coming, 
% as the Meſſiah, by then firſt en- 
* tering on his Father's buſineſs, 
« for which he was ſent. And that 
this exactly fell in with the time 

YE * of 
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of this change, plainly appears. 
* For Chriſt was then in the twelfth 
« year of his age, and the twelfth 
«year from Chriſt's birth, was that 
« whereon Coponius entered on his 
« government. For, Herod lived 
“ one year after the birth of Chriſt; 
„% and, after the death of Herod, 
« Archelaus reigned ten years, and 
* the next year after, the Romans 
© ſeized Judea, and made it a pro- 
„ vince of their empire. Chriſt, 
therefore, firſt appeared in the 
„ temple as the Meſſiah, at that 
very time, when the ſceptre and 
the law-giver firſt began to depart 
* from * and ſixty-two years 


« after 
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« after that, this departure was fully 
* completed, in the temple and city 
« of Jeruſalem; and the utter abo- 
„ liſhing of the whole Jewiſh policy, 
and conſtitution of government in 
« that land, which hath never ſince, 
« either there, or any where elle, 
„been again revived.” 


From this quotation, it is evident, 
that Dr. Prideaux had been in the 
habit of conſidering, (perhaps from 
the authority of Mede) that the pro- 
phecy, relative. to the departure of 
the ſceptre from Judah, was only 
fully completed, by the final deſtruc- 
lion of Jeruſalem. But we find, not- 

withſtanding, 


— 
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withſtanding, that even in oppoſition 
to his own prejudices and prepoſ- 
ſeſſions, he was obliged to acknow- 
ledge, that the government did depart 
from Judah, at the inſtant of time, 
in which, Judea became fubjetted 
to the Romans, as a RoMAN PR0- 
vince. Which event happened pre- 
ciſely at” the time, at which it was 
loretold by the Prophet Iſaiah, viz. 
AFTER the BIRTH of the Emma- 
nuel, or Jeſus, but, BEToxE, he 
arrived at- that age, IN WHICH THE 
OFFSPRING OF MEN LEARN BY 
© EXPERIENCE, 40 know good from evil, 
and yet, NOT till after he had 
according to the Prophet's metapho- 
| f rical 
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5 rical expreſſion of eating butter and 
| honey; evinced in the temple, his en- 
dom ments of nnn and 


—— 


So Auen however of reſiſtance, 
or at leaſt of conqueſt, is the force 
of old prepoſſeſſions, that the Dean 
himſelf is unwarily driven by them, 
into the uſe of a kind of equivocal 
language. For, as you muſt obſerve, 
(he ſays) Chriſt began at that time 
to come,—the government began at 
that time to depart, —and it was 
fully completed afterwards, in the de- 
ſtruction. of the temple and city of 


Jeruſalem. So ambiguous and eva- 
ive 
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ſive a kind. of affirmation, could not 
poſſibly have eſcaped fo able a wri- 
ter, and ſo good a man, but as the 
effett of the cauſe I have before 
aſſigned. For, it is evident, that 
if IEsus, or the EMMANUEL, then, 
at twelve years after his birth, ac- 
cording to this author's own computa» 
tion, BEGAN to come,—he really was 
come. And if Judea then BEGAN 
TO BE A ROMAN PROVINCE, it 
at that time, ACTUALLY WAS a 
Roman province; and no length 
of time, in which the Romans re- 
tained it in ſubjeftion, or whatever 
tributes they might aſterwards con- 
tinue to exadt from it, or oppreſſions 
| the 
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the governors they ſet over it, might 
exerciſe upon it, could make it 
in the leaſt, more of 'a Roman 
province. But, on the contrary, the 
deſtruction of the temple and city 
of Jeruſalem, ſo far from rendering 
Judea, - as the habitation of the Jews, 
more of a Roman province, though 
the territory itſelf remained the ſame, 
that ſo far as relates to. the Jews, 
it may be even ſaid, to have then 
ceaſed to be a Roman province.— 
Beſides, this alſo is indiſputable, that 
Veſpaſian and Titus did not under- 
take the deſtruction of Jeruſalem, 
becauſe the Jews were a nation, at 
that time not ſubject to the Roman 
your. and becauſe Judea was not a 

L1 province 
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* 
— 


province of the Roman empire and. 
but,” for theſe very reaſons, —that be- 
| cauſe the nation had been ſubjefted to 

the Roman yoke, and becauſe Judea 
was a Roman province, under the 
adminiſtration of a Roman governor, 
labouring under oppreſſions, (only 
to be exceeded by thoſe in this age, 
 inflied upon the miſerable inhabi- 
tants of ſome countries, by men who 
call themſelves Chriſtians) therefore, 
the Jews, in reſiſting the Roman go- 
vernors, and endeavouring to ſhake 
off the Roman bondage, became E- 
BELS againſt their LAwrul  80VE- 
 REIGNS. Nay, they were even told 
by the Romans, and one of their 
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own countrymen, that it might have 
been lawful at firſt, to have made 
war, for the preſervation of their 
freedom from the Roman yoke, but 
when they had been ſubjefted to 
their dominion, —reſiſtance and rebel- 
lion did not evince their love of 
liberty, but rather, their deſire of 
a ſhameful death. £1 


The exact Tims of the comple- 
tion of the prophecy, then, is evident 
BEYOND DISPUTE; and the only 
difference between the yxEDicTION 
of the event, and the HIS TOR 
of it, is, that the names of the per- 
ſons and places are inſerted in the 
one, which are omitted in the other. 

LI 2 But 
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But the circumſtances are exaQtly 
the ſame in zoTH. The Euu A- 
NUEL, or Jz8Us, was born of a 
VIRGIN, Whilſt, HzxoD was KING. 
About Two. years afterwards, Herod 
died, and left by will, the kingdom 
of Judea to his ſon Archelaus, upon 
condition, that Cæſar approved the 
bequeſt. Archelaus goes to Rome, 
to ſolicit the confirmation of the 
crown. But Cæſar diſmiſſes him 
without ratifying Herod's appoint- 
ment. He however, permitted Ar- 
chelaus to exerciſe the chief power 
of the government, under a promiſe 
of royalty, if he acquitted himſelf 


in ſuch a manner, as to merit the 
emperor's 
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emperor's approbation. - Some years 
afterwards, but, 3ETORE JESUS, or 
the EMu MANUEL, was ARRIVED at 
THAT AGE, in which, by Ex ERI- 
ENCE, the xNOWLEDGE of Good 
and Evil is USUALLY  ATTAINED, 
though not till he had given a moſt 
public proof of his being EN DOW ED 
WITH SUPER-NATURAL WISDOM 
and E£LOQUENCE,—uPon a complaint 
made at Rome againſt Archelaus, 
for mal-adminiftration,—if ever he 
were king, —he was dethroned,—ba- 
niſhed to Vienna,—Judea was re- 
duced to a Roman - province,—it's 
inhabitants, ſubjected to a Roman 
governor, —and conſequently, — the 
whole 
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whole land of Promiſe, or of Iſrael, 
—the land so REvERED by the If. 
raclites,—wAs THEN ' DEPRIVED or 
BOTH HER KINGS. 


The Jews, however, being ſoon 
very indignant at the taxation im- 
poſed upon them, and ſeverely ſuf-. 
fering under the oppreflions, with 
which they were loaded, rebelled 
againſt the government, to which 
they had before voluntarily ſubmit- 

ted. But, inſtead of finding redreſs, 
they only augmented their afflictions, 
till the time eame, when not only 
the other prediQtions of Iſaiah, — 


« fuch _ as had not been, fince 
« Ephraim 


— 
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Ephraim departed from Judah, 
but of Jeſus himſelf likewiſe, were 
fulfilled in their almoſt inconceivable 
diſtreſſes, and in the TOTAL p- 
STRUCTION of their temple and their 
city. 


This prophecy then, as thus na- 
turally explained, without any AR- 
BITRARY ASSUMPTION of ONE 
ARTICLE for ANOTHER, or any 
UNAUTHORISED SUPPOSITION. 
WHATSOEVER, is, a ſtil MORE 
PRECISE DECLARATION of the 
TIME, at which 0UR SAVIOUR 
SHOULD COME, and of courle, if 


poſſible, a Rill more forcible con- 
| viction 
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viction to the Jaws, that us Must 
BE "COME, and to Infidels, of the 
exat᷑t completion of a prophecy,.— 
than even the famous one, — that 
the ſceptre ſhould not depart from 
Judah till Shiloh came, — according 
even to the beſt i Interpretations, which 
have been ever given of it. 


For, if the word sc E TRE, be 

| conſidered | as an enſign of ſove- 
reignty, then the prophecy only con- 
tains a prediction, that the ſceptre 
ſhall xoT depart from Judah, Bz 
FORE the BIRTH of IESsus. But, 


ſo far from aſcertaining the TiME 


at which it ſhould depart- Ar TER 
. . 
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his birth, that it does not indeed 
ABSOLUTELY DECLARE, that it ſhall 
EVEN THEN DEPART, at ANY. time, 
however INDEFINITE. For, it cer- 
tainly might have been taken to im- 
ply, by thoſe who lived before the 
time of thoſe events occurring, which 
evinced it's departure, — that it never 
ſhould DEeART. But, this RO HEC 
of I8A1an, MARKS THE TIME, 
with the MINUTEST ACCURACY ; 
and HISTORY REGISTERS THE 
COMPLETION, WITH THE GREAT- 
' EST PRECISION. For, let any the 
MOST PREJUDICED INFIDEL, con- 
SIDER ATTENTIVELY, and Ma- 
TURELY WEICH THIS PROPHECY 
oF ISAIAH, according to my ex- 

M m planation, 

| / 
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planation, which, Kor ONLY roRt- 
TELLS, that, the kingdom ſhall x or 
have departed from Judah, till Ar- 
"TER the BIRTH of JEsus, but, that 
BETWEEN THE TIME OF RIS 
BIRTH, and His QUITTING A 
STATE OF INFANCY, tlie. kingdom 
SHALL depart ;—and if, vrox THIS 
EVIDENCE, HE BELIEVES NOT IN 
Jesus, neither, would he be perſuaded, 
though even he jaw Jum riſen from 
the dead. 4 
5 


To conclude. 


If God in his gracious providence, 
has been pleaſed to make me the 


humble inſtrument in his hands, of 


explaining 
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explaining this moſt important pro- 
phecy, (fo totally miſunderſtood by 
all former commentators) and there- 
by, of adding ſtill further ſtrength 
to the evidences of Chriſtianity ;— 
to nin, FATHER, SON, and HOLY 
cuosT, be all the rRAISE, and 
GLORY, and noxoUuR; to whom 
belong all MiGHT, MAJESTY, 
and DOMINION, all GOODNESS, 
wiSDOM, and rowER, both now, 
and for evermore. 


End of Lecture II. 
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HEN the whole of the 
foregoing work had been 
prepared for the preſs, and a con- 
ſiderable part of it had been printed 
off, I received a letter from a much 
valued friend; (to whom I had 
given a ſlight ſketch of it's plan) 
whoſe moral and intellectual endow- 
ments, would have rendered him an 
ornament of a much higher ſtation 
in the church, than it has been his 
lot through life to fill, defiring me 
to turn to the fourth volume of the 
Antient 


280 POSTSCRIPT. 


Antient Univerſal Hiſtory, and there 
I ſhould ſee, that the authors of 
that work, were of the ſame opinion 
with me, as to the kings of Iſrael 
and Judah, being the kings, meant 
by the Prophet Ifaiah. I accord- 
ingly took it down immediately from 
the ſhelf, but found, that it related 
to the hiſtory. of the Jews after 
the Babyloniſh captivity. Then re- 
ferring to the third volume, I only 
found, after the relation of the in- 
vaſion of Judea, by the confederated 
| kings of Syria and Ifrael, in the 
beginning of Ahaz's reign, and the 
account of Iſaiah the Prophet's going 
to the king, the following paſſage. 


6 — Ifaiah, 
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7 We Iſaiah, the ſon of Amos, 


who had begun to prophecy from 
« the latter end of Uzziah's reign, 
*« came to him from the Lord, to 
“ aſſure him, that theſe two princes 
© would try their . ſtrength in vain 
« againſt Jeruſalem, which they were 
% about to beſiege. At the ſame 
« time. he aſſured him, that the final 
« end of the Jewiſh monarchs was 
« far enough off, bidding him aſk. 
“ a ſign of God, and it ſhould be 
« granted. The king, whether out 
« of reſpect, or deſpondency and 
“ unbelief, refuſing to aſk for the 
« promiſed ſign, the Prophet aſſured 
« him from the Lord, that before 

- * that: 


" 
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" that time came, 4" virgin ſhould 
_ */\conceive, | and bear a fon, and 
«call his name Himmanuel, weld 
“ God with us.” n 
This a being upon the 
whole, not only ſo utterly unlile, 
but ſo totally oppoſite to my expla- 
nation of the intention of the Pro- 
phet, that I was ſure this could 
not poſſibly be the paſſage, to which 
my friend referred; and as the 
number of the volume was not the 
ſame, I concluded, that ſomething 
muſt have been inſerted in the for- 
mer editions of the ' Univerſal Hiſ- 
tory, which was omitted in the laſt. 


I therefore ys the fourth vo- 
lume 
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lume of che edition in 1747, and 
found, in pages 134 and 133, the 
following note, referring to the fore- 
going paſſage, not without great ſur- 
priſe, as the meaning of the prophecy 
had been ſo oſten agitated ſince 
that time, and not a fingle writer 1 
had met with, had ever quoted it, 
either for the e a adoption, N 
or refutation. Bs e 


25 4 £ g IL * * 1 | v7 
» * i bl * Ws i 


"i This ve take to be à much 
“ more natural ſenſe of that pro- 
« phecy, than to ſuppoſe; as ſome 
% have done, that ſuch à miracu- 
c Ius child was really born in 
c Ahaz's time, to aſſure him of the 
% promiſed deliverance : for as there 

| Nn 80 * « 18 
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« js not the leaſt mention ol ſuch 
an extraordinary birth, ſo neither 
* for- it, in order to convince the 
deſponding king, who could not 
be ignorant af that prophecy of 
Jacob, chat the ſceptre ſhould not 
* depart from Judah, "till Shiloh was 
© come — much leſs that he was to 
'* ſpring of the lineage of David. 
* But, what ſtaggered Ahaz's faith, 
and made bim fear, that the royal 
power was going to depart, from 
„„ his family, was, that his two ene- 
mies had combined to ſet a ſtranger 
* upon his throne, All chereſore, 
that was wanting, to diſpel his 

n n about it, was, for 

de 
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the Prophet to aſſure him from 
God, that this Shiloh, promiſed 
*.ta Judah and David, who was 
« to ſorerun uf TOTAL Kxeis ion 
on D EWISH”POLITY, Was to 
„be born in a miraculous. manner, 
and with, a. divine. charaſter, and 
„other remarkable circumſtances, 

* ſuch as, he :might-eafily; he fatis? 
„ fied, had not as yet, happened in- 
the prophecy, which is-/commonly 
* argued on the other ſide, namely, 
« ' Before. thas Vonderſul child Wall. 
kn.] good from evil, the land 
* which thou abhorreſt, ſhall be for- 
« ſaken of both her kings; we 
« think, that if it be righily under- 
Nn 2 * ſtood. 


2 
FR 
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cc, ood; it will rather confirm our 
cx ſenſe of the prophecy, and that 
the words ought to be thus ren- 
dered; For, (or rather, as the 
particle chi ſeems to import here, 
615 Nay) before . tus child can - know 
4, good from evil, this land uhich thou 
Kora, not abhorreſt, (as our ver- 3 


*, Gon renders it, but) rf ſolicitous | 


"kun 1786 giveſt 1h for loſt, ſhall 
be bereaved of both her kings: 

«/ by: which, we think, ought to be 
underſtood, not the kings of Sy- 
« ria and Hrael, for the former could 
not be called her (Canaan's) king: i 
and the latter had but a ſhare 
in it at beſt; but the kings of 
ee Fre, * 


0 „ was, 


- 
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eee, II | 
ai ee eee £4: e, 
4144 1 1 ate 


ode is the note. And unter 
ful muſt it appear to every one,; 


that not a commentator has ever oF 
quoted it; though it certainly is 
not more objectionable than many 
adopted, and in the concluſion, cer- 
tainly approaches even much nearer 
to __ truth, Aaron them. 


4 e 


- 
x 


The firſt . of mis n 
tion is indeed like thoſe I have before 
examined, founded upon the ſuppoſi- 
tion, of the two different prophecies -. 
being delivered at the ſame time, 


and 
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and having relation to the ſame 
event. A ſuppoſition, which, I ap- 
prehend, I need not oppugn now, 
as 1 have, I truſt, dards and co- 
2 end it en | 
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a: "Y is liable, likewiſe, 
to. all the objections, to which, the 
othet interpretations are obnoxioue, 
which ate founded upon the ima- 
gination, that the predicted birth, of 
the Emmanuel, was to be a ſign to 
Ahaz of his PRESENT DELIVER- 
| anon; and is therefore already re- 
TT by the arguments 1 have 
before adyanced | TOY n * 


FR " Þ 4A & 1 
nion. * Haw : 10 : 
. #4 F* 4 Fas Kc, OY 18 Thi, 
N 1 * +13 8 
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Thirdly. This interpretation la» 
bours with other incongruities. pecus 
liar to itſelf. For if, as theſe authors 
| ſuppoſe, Ahaz believed 1. Jacob's | 

prophecy, —that: the ſeeptre $80vip 
or depart» from Judah 11 
Shiloh came, and that he was to 
SPRING. SF the dN A H David, 
as Ahaz himſelf did, he could not 
ſurely want any prediction from the 
Prophet, to convince him that Shi- 
loh was not yet come; and he 
muſt be himfelf Ass uE D, that Ta- 
BAEL a STRANGER, could not be 
that Shilob, in DIRECT. CON IR A- 
| DICTION. to the veRy CAUSE. al- 
ſigned by theſe, authors, as THF 


REASON 
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promiſed. Shiloh. 


* As ON of ren and of 


the Prophet's prediction: 


ASS EEE l ö 
But even if he vere nor in his 
own mind aſſured, that Shiloh was 


NO dome, a declaration of TH1s 


from the Prophet, if the” intention 


of the prophecy was; as they ſup - 


poſe, the aſſurance, that the confe- 5 
derated kings ſhould not ſucceed in 
their attempt, was altogether ſufficient 


for this purpoſe ; and even more 


effectual to that end, than the pre- 


diction of the miraculous concep- 


tion and birth of a child, who was 
to be called EuxxANMUET, and who 
was NOT declared to be the * 


Nor 
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Nor indeed, as we have ſeen, was 


the departure of the '34czpTRE or 


STAFF from Judah, which was, as 
theſe authors exprefs it, the - total 
exciſion of the Jewiſh polity, ons 
and the sAME event with the land's 

deprivation of both her kings ;—nor 
was the rorRMER the oBjJtcT of 
TH1s prophecy, as is evident from 
the time being ſo exactly prediQ- 
ed, in which it was to come. to 
paſs, — viz. — between the birth of 
the child, and his arriving at the 
ordinary age of EY a 1 
evil. | : 


Again, Ahaz was an idolater, and 
had loſt all faith and truſt in the 
Oo true 


©ge POSTSCRIPT. 


N aa God,. and derer; could not 
have any belief in Jacob's prophecy 
of the coming of Shiloh; —conſe- 
quently, his fears of Tabael's taking 


poſſeſſion of his throne, could not 


ariſe from his want of aſſurance, that 
Shiloh was not yet come; nor could 
it be the Prophet's intention, to 
ASSURE him of the time, and other 
circumſtances, relative to an EVENT 
before foretold, the RED ICTION of 
en Ahaz dit NOT BELIEVE. 


In Mes "Author part of FAY pro- 


I aint the new tranſlation, which 
theſe learned authors have given of 
one word from the Hebrew, ſerves, 
in ſome meaſure, to give additional 
confirmation 
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confirmation to my tranſlation from 
the Septuagint; though they aſſign 
no reaſon for 'rejeting the old ver- 
ſion, and which is certainly the 
proper one, if, as has been ſuppoſed, 
the land or kingdom of Iſrael coun. 
BE MEANT; — Which ſuppoſition, 
they have not advanced a ſingle 
argument to diſprove. For, none 
of the commentators, as far as 1 
can recollett, were ever ſo abſurd 
as to imagine, tl. the whole land 
of Canaan could be the land, which 
the houſe of David were aid, as 
they thought, to abhor; and it is 
only againſt the maintainers of ſuch 
a ſuppofition, that the argument of 
the authors of the Univerſal Hiſtory 
O02 is 
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is levelled. But, if their denden 
be once admitted, though without 
proof, then indeed it follows from 
THAT, though not ſo forcibly as 
from mine, that the kings of Iſrael 
and Judah muſt be the kings in- 
tended; notwithſtanding their inter- 
pretation of the latter clauſe of the 
prophecy, is altogether at variance 
with their explanation of the for- 


mer part. For, the total exciſion of 


the Jewiſh polity did not ceaſe till 
after the coming and crucifixion of 
the Meſſiah. But, the extinction of 
both the kings, i. e. of Judah as 
| well as of Iſrael, happened after the 

birth of the Metimb, and before his 


crucifixion... 
Much 


, 
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Much pleaſure does it give me, 
and many thanks do I oe my 
worthy and ingenious friend, that! 
was furniſhed with the opportunity 
of ſeeing this interpretation, -before - 
the foregoing work was publiſhed. 
For, - otherwiſe, the reader would 


perhaps have ſuppoſed, that I had 


taken the idea of the two kings of 
Judah and Iſrael, being the two 
kings meant in the ' prophecy, from 
the learned authors of the Univer- 
ſal Hiſtory; and by with-holding 
all acknowledgement, had intended 


to conceal my obligation to the 


compilers of that very uſeful work. 
A ſpecies of literary fraud, which, 
| 0 I may ſay, without ſubjecting 

 _ | 
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myſelf: to the imputation 'of wekey, 
I abhor but which, every literary 
man muſt bave had too frequent 
occaſions for obſerving and lament- 
ing, as the general praftice of thoſe 
little minds, who prefer a reputation 
for knowledge, to it's real attain- 
ment but which, therefore, pride 
ſhould prevent writers from imitating, 
if dre do not. 
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